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Art. 1.—Histoire de la Réforme, de la Ligue, et du Régne de
Henri IV. Par M. Carenigue. 8 tom. 12mo. Bruxelles:
1834-35. . :

& do not find that this work enjoys much reputation in
France, and in many respects we have but an indifferent
epinion of its merits. But as the historical views it contains are
al variance with those given by authors whom the public has
been accustomed to respect, we trust some remarks upon it will
not be unaeceptable to our readers. ,

In writiog a history of the League, it has been the ‘object of
M. Capefigue to exhibit a picture of the opinions and character
of the age in which it occurred. He has }:n- that purpose accu-
mulated pagsages from the pamphlets, discourses, letters, journals,
satives, and hallads of the times. He boasts of having examined
with care the chief collections of manuscripts in the libraries of
France.. He haq made copious gxtracts %rom‘ the municipal
books of the Hotel de Ville at Paris, and borrowed occasionally
from the private diarigs of individuals who took a lively interest
or active part in affairs. He has ransacked the archives of
Simancas, and abstracted from the letters and meémorials that
passed between Philip I and his agents abroad, whatever could
throw light on the negotiations and intrigues of the Spanish
Cabinet in foreign countries. He has. published in his text the
materials from’ which other historians bave drawn tbeir parra-
tives.

VOL. LXUL NO, CXXVIl. : A



2 Capefigue’s History of the Reformation, = April,

It cannot be denied that he has added to our stock of historical
information. But it must also be admitted that many of the
ieces he has inserted are of inconsiderable value when com-
pared with their length and tediousness. The endless repetition
of insignificant orders from the Hotel de YVille and the cir-
cumstantial, but often incorrect reports of proceedings trans-
mitted from one town to another, might have been spared us, or
at least banished to am appendix. The truth seems to be, that,
like many racent authors of his own country, he has been seduced
by the success of Sir Walter Scott into a vain attempt to revive
the passions and feelings of the middle ages, by minute and cir-
cumstantial details from contemporarywriters who witnessed and
participated in the scenes they describe. But, wanting the
judgment and discretion of that great master in his art, M.
Capefigue, instead of enlivening his narrative by the fruits of his
studies, fatigues and wearies us with diffuse and tiresome des-
criptions of shows, mummeries, exhibitions, banquets, collations,
and balls—with bells ringing, banners floating, and colours flying
in all directions—with honourable mention of the crimson velvet
caps and embroidered vestments worn on these occasions ; and
- tedious descriptions of the dresses and decorations of the ladies
and gentlemen, and of the accoutrements even of the horses and
mules. Mingled with these details we have long and minute
accounts of splendid feasts served in gold, with delectable wines
and viands prepared for the guests, and money and sugar-plums
scattered among the populace. In addition to these amusing and
instructive particulars, we have long processions of municipal
officers,fromthe provost to thebeadle, and enumerations of all the
trades in Paris, from the draper and grocer to thescavenger. In
the abundance of his zeal for original information, M. Capefigue
favours us with whole pages of orders issued, from day to day, to
the train-bands and militia of Paris, which are not more edifying
or entertaining than a series of regimental orders regulating the
movements of the guard-room.

But it is not of these useless and wearisome details that we
chiefly complain. History has been called philosophy teaching
by example. It has been described as an impartial tribunal be-
fore which men are summoned after death, and acquitted or con-
demned according to their merits. Its object is said to be the
improvement of mankind in wisdom and virtue, andto teach them
how to conduct themselves well in all the relations of lkfe. If
the historian palliates vice or cruelty—if, not content with tracing
and explaining the causes, he vindicates the excesses of error and
ignorance, he fails in the duty he has contracted to society by
assuming that character. Such is not the view which M. Cape-
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figue seems to have taken of the duties of an historian. He
must forgive us for saying that his work appears to us to bear
the same relation to genuine history which the modern French
drama does to the ancient. He has not the vivid imagination of
Victor Hugo, but he is alabourer in the same vineyard. He
relatesacts of perfidy and atrocity without an expression of moral
disapprobation; and selects for the object of our sympathy the
criminal in place of the victim. Instead of entitling his book a
¢ History of the Reformation, of the League, and of the Reign of
¢ Henry IV.,” he ought to have called it an apology for the crimes
of fanaticism, mingled with sarcasins against the wise and good—
dreamers and visionaries—who, in times of popular effervescence,
seek to moderate the violenoce of passion and bring back the mul-
titude to a sense of justice and humanity. He is or assumes the
character of a furious Leaguer. Without seeming to participate
in any of the opinions of the League, he applauds its violence,
and blames those who attempted prematurely to check its course.
According to the philosophy he inculcates, the masses, when
once inflamed, are not to be resisted. They must be suffered to
commit massacres without opposition till they desist from lassi-
tude. Attempts to resist them in their fury are the miserable
efforts of vain, presumptuous men, ignorant of the strong convic-
tions and violent passions that surround them.

Such appear to us to be the spirit and purport of M. Cape-
figue's book, and he judges of characters in accordanoe with his
system. Violence, though accompanied with fraud, never fails
to obtain his praise, nor moderation to incur his censure, He
despises Sixtus V. for his timidity and hesitation in refusing his
adhesion to the League, but applauds his legate Cajetano, who
exceeded, or rather acted in violation of his instructions ;—that
is to say, who betrayed in support of the League the authority
that employed him. He treats the Chancellor de I'Hopital
with contempt, as a man without sense or courage, who was
continually attempting some wretched compromise between two
adverse parties that sought each other's destruction. He de-
rides Coligny as a weak, credulous old man—the most paltry
character of his time—besotted and deceived by the blandish- -
ments and professions of the court, and by his obstinacy and
blindness exposing his party to extermination. On the other
hand, he regards Catherine of Medicis with admiration, and lands
Philip II. as the greatest of men.

There is no indication in M. Capefigue’s work of any warm
and sincere, through misdirected feelings of devotion. He avows,
indeed, in one passage of his book, that the warmth he manifests
on other occasions is not real, hut assumed in order to give greater
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effect to the scenes he describes.* He speaks at times with
complacency of the progress of the Reformation; and even ex-
presses no strong repugnance to what he calls the philosophical
doctrines of Servetus. He considers them, on the contrary, as
rational and profound opinions, divested of every thing mystical
and unintelligible,—unfitted for the age of religious fervour to
which they were first addressed,—but pregnant with great
results, and destined to be the inevitable term at which the
Reformation must arrive. But though apparently indifferent to
the dogmas of the Catholic church, he is not the less indignant
against those who called them in question. He is a ¢ conservative’
in the worst sense of the word. Whether changes be for good
or evil, he is averse to them, because they are changes. Heisa
blind admirer of every thing ancient. His heart is not touched
by religious feeling, but his imagination fires at the recollection of
the venerable cathedral, with its holy bishops, its lofty spires, its
glass of celestial blue, its altars, images, and relics. Even its
sacred vestments and consecrated banners, bespangled with gold
and fragrant with incense, fill him with enthusiasm. His delight
is to recall the times when pious trades and fraternities walked
on stated days, in solemn procesion; invoking with equal ardour
their patron saint and the charter of their privileges—when
legates roamed over Christendom with a suppliant generation on
its knees before them—and, above all, when the Pope, the centre
of unity and order, governed and directed all things by scraps of
paper from the Vatican. He laments even the anathemas of the
clergy, and sighs at the recollection of a barefooted friar mounted
on a pillar in the market-place, or knecling before a crucifix in
the Place de Gréve, exhorting and exciting the multitude to the
persecution and extermination of heretics. For these venerable
legacies of antiquity, whatever crimes or atrocities might be per-
petrated, they seem to him justifiable acts, deserving of praise
rather than of censure. :

He is cured, and so, he boasts, is the age in which he lives, of
the frigid philosophy of the eighteenth century, with its sceptical
doubts, its cold dissertations, its virulent disdain, its malignant
contempt of the past. - Surrounded by magnificent ruins, we (for
he and his age are one) no longer despise the hands that reared
them, or imagine that before us there was nothing but barbarism
and abuse. We have leftthe Encyclopedists far behind—put aside
the Voltaires, the Dupuys, and the Volneys—and reached at
length the goal of profound and impartial investigation.

* VI 856,
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_That the philosophical school of the eighteenth cenlury, as the
unphilosophical school of the present day has been pleased to
term it, in its zeal against superstition, bigotry, and intolerance, -
underrated the benefits which the Catholic church ‘at one time
conferred on the world, is not to be denied. It was the Catholic
church which communicated to the northern barbarians the first
germs of letters and civilisation ; and for many ages it was the
great_bond of union among the different nations established on
the ruins of the empire. The superstition it inculcated, among -
many evils it introduced, had the merit of imposing a moral
restraint on the licentious ferocity and unbridled rapacity of the
powerful. But such advantages as an ignorant superstition conld
afford had ceased to be wanted before the era of the Reformation.
The house was built, and the scaffolding that had helped to raise
it remained only to offend the eye as an inconvenient and un-
sightly incumbrance. Freedom of enquiry, which the church re-
pudiated, was necessary for thefurther progress of human society.
We may displease M. Capefigue, but we must confess that, with
M. Charles Villiers, we regard the Reformation with its fruits as
the greatest blessing bestowed for ages on mankind.

M. Capefigue agrees with us in thinking that a revolution in
religion was inevitable; and he seems - even to admit that in its
consequences it has been salutary. But in apportioning his
i;;mise aid censure among the actors in the great historical drama

¢ allempts to delineate, he uniformly sides with the party most
opposed (o inriovation ; and strange as it may appear, epithets are
the weapons he employs to infuse his sentiments into the in-
cautious minds of his readers. They serve him, as they do many
popular’ preachers, in the place of arguments and facts. The
great and good Catholic party is the eternal theme of his song.
No sooner has a town been stained by the massacre of its Pro-
testant inhabitants than it receives in his pages the appellation of
the holy and pious city ; and if one of its magistrates treacherously
stabs with his own hand a brother magistrate, whose only crime
Was an unwillingness to join the League, the assassin instantly
becomes the brave consul, the intrepid champion of the holy
union. ' ' If the halls, trades, and fraternities of Paris break forth
into acts of cruelty and rebellion, they are described as high-
minded bodies acting under a lofty Catholic impulse, When the
Catholics violated the first. edict of toleration by the massacre of
Vassy, and, to secure impunity for the act arrested the royal
family and carried them by force from Fontainebleau to Paris, M.
Capefigue coolly observes that they could no longer endure the
taunts of a talking, turbulent minority; and when he publishes
the secret bond of the triumvirate (Guise, Montmorency, and St



[ Capefigue’s Hutory of the Reformation, April,

André), by which eugaged 1o extirpate the Protestant reli-
gion, &s:aronoo‘::uyn France who had ever embraced its tenets,
and to leave no Bourbon alive, that there might be none of the
family to avenge the rest, be exalts it into a vast European
treaty. On the other hand, whenever the Huguenots are men-
tioned, the most contumelious and disparaging epithetsare applied
to them. When they ask for justice and insist on a faithful exe-
cution of treaties, they are insoleat and imperious. Whem they
accept favours from the court, they are rapacions. Whem they
express distrust, it is ot from their experience of former perfidy
bat from the consciousness of their own weakness. Their minis-
ters are stigmatized as coarseand rustic preachers—itheir chivaliry
degraded into a rude provincial geatry, with no merit but hardi-
hood—and their chief ridiculed as a poor, beggarly gentleman, as
unlucky in his mistresses as in his wife—scorned and cheated by
both—not fit to be placed in comparison with' the high and
mighty family of Lorraine. Very differently does he speak of
the Duke of Guise—the Machabeus of the church, the martyr

of Catholicism, the personification of the religious and municipal

principle, so near placing the crown of France oa his own head,

with a Catholic glory around it.

Catholicism, according to M. Capefigue, was the life and soul
of the middle ages, the bond and animating spirit of society. The
unity of religious faith was the basis and principle of government,
and every opposition to it wasan act of rebellion. To this idea
he continually reverts—more especially when he is about to ex-
tenuate any atrocities perpetrated by the adherents of the ancient
faith. He prepares his readers for the St Bartholomew by re-
minding them that Catholicism was at that time the foundation of

ciety. In these circumstances, he observes, men of ardent
minds vaturally regarded every departure from religious unity as
rebellion against the social order in which they lived; and in that
couviction considered all means of resistance to the inmovators as
justifiable in the sight of God and man. Those who appeared to
take the lead were pushed forward by the multitade bebind them.
They seemed to direct, but were governed by an influence over
which they had no control. In every social eorisis, political as
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character more complete in all its paris, more in harmony with
the high Catholic impulse. Erect in the midst of a society that
was crumbling to pieces under the reform, Philip was the great
conservative power, the armed pontiff, invoking on all sides the
force of society against the disturbing causes that threatened its
dissolution. Vulgar minds see in him nothing but inordinate
ambition. They are mistaken. He had higher aspirations. He
had created for himself a mission,—a great and predominant
thought which absorbed every other passion. Living at a time
when assassination was a common expedient, anordinary resource
of men in authority, he placed;himself at the height of that opi-
nion: and from the elevation he had taken, held out offers of
gold and distinction to any man who was able to accomplish
the murder of the Prince of Orange.  Why should he not?
‘Was not the accursed heretic excommunicated by his holiness,
and was not that sentence an interdiclion of fire and water, an
ex.' asion from the protection of society? ! So enamoured is M.
Capefigue of his favourite hero, that he calls the sacrifice of Don
Carlos a concession to the unity and stability of the Catholie
faith ; and, though he owns it to have been a cruel deed, he con-
siders it an additional claim to the admiration and gratitude of
posterity.

The invincible perseverance of Philip Il.—his obstinacy, which
made light of obstacles—his dogmatism, which admitted of no
shades in conviction—his laborious and indefatigable activity—
bis policy extending to every part of the world—spies in every
oorner of Europe—special agents bustling in all directions—the
monks and friars of every convent acting as secret and devoted
auxiliaries—the ministers and counsellors of every sovereign as-
sailed or corrupted with bribes—letters to the discontented in
every couniry—despatches from the Escurial, corrected by his
own hand—fill M. Capefigue with admiration and astonishment.
But, if we ask what were the results of this prodigious aetivity,
the answer must be a long catalogue of negative successes. The
loss of Holland—the discomfiture of his invincible armada—the
failure of all his schemes in France—the exhaustion without
fruit of his inmense resources—the impoverishment of his king-
N - ) al and intellectual, of all who had the

sway. Spain has not yet recovered
s communicated to her by Philip 11.

» shows himself on every occasion, to
o forgives Philip II. for the duplicity
y III. and his mother. If he carried
e with them as his near and dear re-
ly plotting with the Duke of Guise to
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subvert their authority in France, it was the Catholic unity that
governed his mind. He saw in the slothfulness and indecision
of Henry III. an obstacle to his great design, and was determined
to remove it; and for that purpose gave him, in the character of
a friend, advice which he intended should lead him to destruction.*
After the death of the Duke of Guise he dissembled for a time,
but his real sentiments are disclosed in the "despatch of his am-
bassador from Paris, who sent him a letter of congratulation on
the murder of Henry 1Il.—an ¢vent in which was visibly to be
seen the hand of the Almighty.

Next to Philip II., but separated from him by an immense in-
terval, Catherine of Medicis is the great object of M. Cape-
figue's admiration. Unjustly depreciated by the philosophical
school of the eighteenth century, he regards her as the most im-
posing figure in the portion of Freach History he has undertaken
to illustrate. .To.raise her in our estimation, he places her on a
level with Louis XI., to whom, he pretends, she bad many points
of resemblance;—the same dexterity and adroitness in eluding
or postponing difficulties—the same unwearied ambition—the
same political disquietudes—the same restless understanding—
and, above all, the same contempt for all around her. That she
was equally false—equally perfidious—equallyindifferent to every
moral, and equally destitute of every humane feeling, where her
interest, her ambition, or even her convenience was concerned,
may be admitted. That her difficulties, like his, were frequently
occasioned by the tortuous course she chose unnecessarily to pur-
sue, may be true. But in what constitutes the highest merit, in
the scliool of morality admired by both,—the ultimate success
of her machinations—she was vastly his inferior. Louis left a
minor to sueceed him, the absolute masier of France. Catha-
rine presided, it is trve, over three turbulent reigns; but when
she died, one half of the kingdom was in arms against her son.
She was active, iniriguing, and insinuating, but destitute of
steadiness in her conduct, and incapable of perseverance even in
ker favourite schemes. When she had nearly accomplished the
ruin of the Huguenots by the massacre of St Bartholomew, she
abandoned tbe fruits of her crime, by leaving them in possession
of Rochelle, in order to plaee her son on the throne of Poland,
from which, in a few months, he fled with ignominy and disgrace.
Without foresight, and yielding to some immediate pressure, she
made peace or engaged in war—without ability to preserve the
one or means to carry on the other with success. Conceit in her

-
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own dexterily and management involved her in a muhitude of
difficult negotiations, in which she scrupled at no concessions to-
obtain the immediate point she had in view, without regard to
the consequences that might follow. Unable to comprehend the
value of a direct and straightforward course, she was insincere
in her language, and oblique in her conduct. Huguenot or Ca-
tholic, as it suited her interest, she deceived and disappointed
both; and yielding by turns to every. party, she lost at length the
confidence and respect of all, : '
If we were to judge from M. Capefigue’s book, we should say
that the standard of historical morality in France had been great-
Iy lowered since the days of Thuanus, Montesquieu, and Vol-
taire. We look in vain through his pages for any sympathy with
the unfortunate, however innocent. We meet with no generous
indignalion against the persecutor and oppressor, however guilty.
If he can dazzle our imagination with vivid descriptions, or give
a direction to our feelings by epithets appropriated to the impres-
sion he desires to make, he is content. If he ever deviates into
compassion, it is when some atrocious. criminal is brought to
punishment. When the Duke of Mayenne put to death the ruf-
fians who had murdered the President de Brisson and other coun-
sellors, he laments the proscription of such stout hands and bold
hearts, and every now and then sheds a tear for the great popular
leaders that perished on that occasion.* When the city of Paris
is rescued from its fanatical chiefs, he cannot take leave of its
bloody municipality. without a pang. . . '
- It is curious to observe how accidental coincidences confound
and obliterate his perceptions of right and wrong. Because monks
and friars fought at Saragossa against the invaders of their coun-
try, he sees no blame in thre monks.and friars who took up arms
at Paris, for no other reason than that they were not allowed to
burn or banish their countrymen who differed from them in reli-
gious opinions. oL LT
He frequently invites a comparison between the Catholic
League and the Revolution of 1789.. Both were disgraced, we
confess, by cruelties and excesses. But there is a difference be-
tween them which has escaped his penetration. The ends they
proposed were different. The object of the League was to ex-
terminate or expel from France, all who had embraced a different
faith from the Catholic. The object of the Revolution of 1789
was to establish religious liberty and civil equality in their fullest
extent; andtogive to the French people security for good and just

v
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government in all times to come. 'We put aside the speculative
doctrines maintained in either of these revolutions, as well as the
farcical exhibitions that disfigured both. The avowed purpose
of the one was persecution: the declared object of the other was
justice. Similar events in both may have followed in the same
course. Men from the same classes in society may have taken
part in both. But such points of resemblance no more identify
these two popular movements, than the fact that they happened
to come from the same village, identifies the soldier who defends,
with the traitor who betrays his country.

Of the notions he entertains of political wisdom we shall give
only the following instance. After relating the murder of the
Duke of Guise at Blois, he is at pains to assure us, that the pur-
pose of the King in that assassination was not to restore peace to
France, by giving liberty of conscience to the Huguenots, but to
substitute himself as head of the Catholic party, in place of the
Duke of Guise. He adds, with the greatest coolness, ¢il se
¢ trompa dans ses calculs, mais sa pensée était politique.’

He is not only conservative in his attachment to every thing
that exists or has ever existed, but averse to every exertion of the
understanding that can expose established institutions to any dan-
ger. He calls the spirit of free enquiry introduced by Luther a
sad though noble principle, which saps and undermines every
thing elevated that cannot be justified in the eyes of reason, and
has no respect for errors or abuses consecrated by time. Ca-
tholicism, royalty, and legitimacy, he laments, have fallen under
its influence. It is now attacking government and the right of
property. Nothing, he adds, can avert the unsparing destiny
which pursues nations that have once abandoned conservative
principles. But he consoles himself with the reflection, that,
though shipwrecked in recent storms, these principles are still
engraved in the hearts and superior reason of the few who have
eyes for futurity. .

The professed object of M. Capefigue’s book, is to abate the
virulence and assuage the violence of political animosities. But
how does he pursue—how does he attempt to. carry into effect
that benevolent intention? He espouses with warmth the most
bloody of the contending parties that took part in the theological
warfare of the sixteenth century. He endeavours to warm the
imagination and 1o rouse the passions in its favour. He insults
and depreciates its opponents. He finds an excuse for its leaders
in the necessities of their situation—in the popular movement
that surrounded and hurried them along. When the wise and
moderate attempted to check the fury of the fanatical multitude,
ke stigmatizes them, in the language of the times, as men of
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lukewarm conseiences, without energy of character, more ac-
cursed than the Huguenots themselves, who did nothing but di-
vide the party of the league, and weaken the great masses that
mustered round the Duke of Guise. When he relates the car+
nage of St Bartholomew, he might be mistaken for Marat or
Tallien giving an account of the massacres of September ; and,
when he speaks of the victims, he reminds us of the expression
of Barnave, in a ‘moment of criminal exaltation, ¢ le sang qui
¢ coulait, était-il done si pur’ .

M. Capefigue divides his bistory into three periods. In the
first, he describes the violent shock given by the Reformation to
the opinions, feelings, and babits of the Christian world. He
then proceeds to the resistance or reaction in France to the new
opinions promulgated by the reformers. He concludes with an
account of the compromise or adjustment effected by Henry IV.
beiween the two parties, altertheardour of both hadbeen worn out
and exhausted by the civil wars. He represents these three pe-
riods of action, reaction, and transaction, as necessary conse-
quences of the principle of free enquiry introduced by Luther into
the midst of a society constituted on the basis of the Catholic
Chureh. He forgets that the succession he describes was, in a
great measure, peculiar 1o France, or was at least marked by
stronger features in that kingdom than in any other part of Chris-
tendom ; and that it is therefore to be explained, not by general
causes, but by particular circumstances in the stale and govern-
ment of France.

For some time before the Reformation, there had been a slack-
ness of religious fervour throughout Christendom. There was no
tendenoy to scepticism or infidelity; but much apathy and indiffe-
rence on questions purely theological. The ancient heresies that
afflicted the Church were sunk in oblivion, or had ceased to at-
tractattention. A taste for letters and for the arts had succeeded
to these unprofitable exercises of the understanding. Men of in-
quisitive minds were engaged in the study of ancient literature ;
and those of a disputatious turn found ample materials for contro-
versy in settling the respective merits of Aristotle and Plato.
Sometimes an indiscreet disputant made his appearance, who
questioned some dogma allowed by the Church; but such acts
of imprudence arose more from the wantonness of literary dis-
cussion, than {rom serious or rooted conviction; and therefore
yielded without resistanee to the first admonitions from authority.
Implicit submission to the decrees of the Church was an article
of dutly among the learned as well as the illiterate. The unedu-
cated vulgar acquiesced without doubt or hesitation in the doc-
tvines delivered by their teachers, and submitted with pious and
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Vows, pilgrimages, private masses, the invocation of saints, the
necessity of confession, the efficacy of absolution, the divine au-
thority of popes, bishops, priests, and other fallible men were as-
sailed and swept away. The multitude, delighted with the pri-
vilege of deciding on questions -which they had been hitherto
called upon to admit without examination, entered with newborn
zeal into the discussion ; and soon became familiar with the sacred
volumes, from the perusal of which they had till that time been
debarred. The adherents of the ancient faith were unprepared
for such controversies. They were not deficient in ability or
learning. They were versed in all the subtilties of dialectics,
and armed to the teeth with the decrees and canons of the Church.
But they were unacquainted with the Scriptures, and unprovided
for the new warfare to which they were summoned. They were
excellent gladiators, according to the mode of fighting to which
theybhad been accustomed. Buttbeir adversaries, ‘instead of push-
¢ ing in tierce pushed them in carte, and came so thick with their
¢ thrusts, that it was not in nature to parry them.” The Catholic
divines, like the Children of the Mist in the ¢ Legend of Montrose,’
had to contend with bows and arrows against musketry; and ex-
perienced the. fate of the Prussian and Austrian armies, while
combating with their slow ‘methodical tactics the activity and
enterprise of revolutionary France. Till years of study and dis-
cipline had qualified the Catholic clergy for the contest, they were
beat out of -the field in every rencounter. :

The first onset of the Reformers was irresistible. They fell
on the advocates of the Popedom with the same spirit and success
that animated the followers of Mahomet when they attacked the
decrepid empires of Persia and Greece. If the ancient religion
had not been supported by those who had, or thought they had, an
interest in ils preservation, it must have perished before its mili-

tia was harnessed and drilled for battle. If in many parts of

Christendom it still held its ground, it was by the assistance it
received from its ancient rival, the temporal authorities of the
state. A review of the progress of the reform will justify the view
we have taken of its fortunes.

Wherever the Reformation was heartily seconded by the civil
power, it was triumphant with little or no opposition ;—asin Swe-
den, Denmark, in many of the free towns and states of Germany,
and in someofthecantons of Switzerland. Whereit was alternately
encouraged and persecuted, but finally supported by thestate, asin
England, it ultimately but more slowly prevailed. Where it was
violently and tyrannically opposed by a weak or distant govern-
ment, as in Scotland and Holland, it forced its way by overpower-
ing the resistance made against it. On the contrary, where it
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was steadily and vigorously put down by strong and vigilant
governments, with the Inquisition as their ally, as in Spain, Por-
tugal, and Italy, it was eflectually and completely suppressed.
Where persecuted and indulged by turns, and at length proscrib-
ed by the state, as in Poland, Hungary, and France, it led to
civil wars and dissensions which were not for ages extinguished.
Its fate every where depended, not on its excellences or defects,—
not on the purity of its morals, nor on the truth of its doctrines,—
but on the passions and interest of the people to whom it was
addressed. .

Francis 1. was careless and indifferent about creeds and articles
of faith; but, like many other men of the world, he had a super-
stitious reverence for the outward forms of religion, and had
many selfish motives besides for opposing the Reformation. By
his Concordat with Leo X. he had obtained the patronage of all
the great ecclesiastical dignities and benefices within his domi-
nions, and had consequently an interest in preserving them. He
was alarmed by the free opinions on civil liberty that followed the
progress of the reformers. He disliked the austerity of their doc-
trines, and was personally offended by the censures they had
openly cast on his own licentious course of life. In these senti-
ments the courtiers, who shared in his pleasures and partook of
his bounty, heartily concurred; and, when roused from his apathy
by some indiscretions of the Relormers, he found in the Univer-
sity and Parliament of Paris zealous and powerful auxiliaries
against the torrent of innovation. Both these bodies had been
themselves reformers of the Church ; but the reforms they had
contemplated were in its discipline, and not in its dogmas; and
when left behind, both were indignant to see the German refor-
mers go beyond them. The University, and her mellifluent
daughter, as M. Capefigue calls her, the Sorbonne, pronounced
the doctrines of Luther to be heretical; and the Parliament found
ancient laws in abundance that punished heretics with severity.
From these passions and interests combined, the Reformation
must have been stifled in France, as it was in Italy and Spain, if

the political connexions of Francis with the German Lutherans,
and the protection given by his sister to preachers of the new doc-
trines, had not enabled the Reformers to obtain su_ch a fooling in
f
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ved from the Parliaments to the clergy. The Prolestants conti-
nued to gain ground. At the commencement of the civil wars,
they reckoned more than 2000 congregations in France, compri-
sing one-seventeenth of the whole population of the kingdom.
Many of the principal nobility, and some members even of the
Parliament itself, had openly adhered, or were secretly inclined,
to their opinions. But the relative position of the two parties
was materially altered since the time when Luther began to
write. The ancient faith had been wrought into a consistent and
methodical system, with an answer, specious or solid, to every
objection that had been urged against it. Every outwork of the
church was fortified with vigilant and intelligent sentinels pro-
vided forits defence. Without contesting the authority of the
Scriptures, the traditions of the church and expositions of past
times were invoked to explain their meaning, where they were
ambiguous, and to supply their deficiencies where they were
silent. A new race of men had sprung up among the Catholics,
nurtured in theological disputation, and as well qualified as their
adversaries to discuss the mysterious doctrines of religion. The
monastic orders were no longer ignorant and illiterate. In the
Jesuits, the church had obtained a well-disciplined and devoted
army, ready to vindicate her cause against all who rejected her
authority ; and in the Capuchin friars she had found an irregu-
lar, but ardent militia, well fitted by the lowliness of their ori-
gin, and the ascetic tenor of their lives, to win the admiration,
and gain the sympathies, of the multitude. Instead of the indo-
Ient or philosophic indifference of. Leo, the Popes had become
earnestin their faith, and fierce disputants for the doctrines of their

- church ; and, in the same proportion, they had become merciless

and intolerant. It was a saying of Paul IV. (Caraffa), that fire
was the only cure for heresy, and that no one who bad been once
a heretic was ever thoroughly reclaimed. All wereinflamed with
the same zeal that animated the Reformers; and, from the nume-~
rous rites and splendid forms of their worship, they had more
powerful means of working on the imaginations, and moulding
the habits of their adherents. While parties were thus balanced,
the intemperate zeal of the Protestants led them to mutilate the
images, to scatter the relics, and to jnsult the ceremonies which
the people still venerated and respected. The sacrifice of the
mass in particular, the holiest of mysteries in the Catholie
church, was regarded as an abomination by the Calvinists; and
the adoration rendered to the consecrated wafer considered an
idolatrous worship, which it was sinful to tolerate. Yielding to
this fanaticism, the Protestants were guilty of outrages which in-
flamed the minds even of the inditferent against them, In every
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town of France there were municipal corporations, companies of
tradesmen, and artisans, brotherhoods for social or charitable pur-
poses, that worshipped at thesame shrine,—used the same conse-
crated banners,—venerated tlie same patron saint,—and feasted or.
fasted on the same occasions. Insults offered to their worship,
magnified and exaggerated with rude but popular eloquence by
the priests and friars, roused the indignation of these bodies
against the profane heretics who had no respect for things sacred.
The municipal institutions of France were at that time suffi-
ciently popular to partake in the feelings and sentiments of the
multitude; and were yet so dependent on the Crown as to receive
their impulsesin a great measure from the Government.: While
the towns were thus under the double inflaence of the clergy
and of the governing powers of the state, numbers of the provin-
cial nobility, with their followers and dependents, took the side of
the Reformation ; and in their remote, obscure, and almost inac-
cessible castles practised their religion with impunity, Thus it
happened, as is justly remarked by M. Capefigue, that, contrary
to what took place in the rest of Europe, the towns in France
were chiefly Catholic, while in many provinees a large portion
of the people became Protestant. This was more particularly
the case in the southern provinces, where the Waldenses and
Albigenses had formerly flourished. : :

When Catherine of Medicis assumed the regency, she might
possibly have succeeded in rooting out the heresies introduced
into France, by either exterminating the Huguenots or driving
them out of the kingdoin. But in that case she must have act-
ed, with relentless rigour and decision, on the high Catholic prin-
ciples of the Duke of Guise. She might, on the other hand,
haveestablished liberty of conscience, and maintained tranquillity ;
if she had followed with steadiness and resolution the wise and
mild counsels of the Chaucellor de YHopital. She did neither ;
and favouring Protestant and Catholic alternately, she ultimately
lost the confidence of all. Equally indifferent to both religions,
she was at first inclined to the Huguenots, from her jealousy of
the House of Guise. It was at this time she held the colloguy at
Passy,—a vain and injudicious attempt to reconcile the two reli-
gions by mutual concessions. The breach was too wide and too
distinctly marked to be thus soldered. Both sides had expressed
their doctrines in terms too explicit to admit of accommodation or
compromise. The conference served only to bring more clearly
before the public the points in which they differed ; and-to rivet
both parties more firmly in their opinions. The colloquy of Passy
was followed by the edict of toleration in January 1562,—the
wost wise and beneficial measure that could have been adopted,
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if it had been supported with vigour by the Government, The
promptness of the Duke of Guise, and the delays of the Prince of
Condé, threw Catherine into the hands of the Catholics. With
her usual versatility she espoused, and thenceforward altached
herself to their party ; not from any predilection for their creed,
but from aversion to the Protestants as contumacious and rehel-
lious subjects, who preferred their conscience to their allegi-
ance. - -
When peace was restored, after the death of Francis Duke of
Guise, a firm and upright government might have maintained
the edict of toleration, and saved France from the miseries of
intestine war. Both parties had tried their strength; and both
had found their means inadequate to obtain a complete victor
over their opponents. It was only necessary to restrain, with a
strong and impartial hand, the excesses of both. It is in vain to
say, that the fanaticism and hatred of the two religious parties
were so instense that they could not live together in peace. We
have only to look to the pacification of Switzerland in 1531, and
to the tranquillity of Germany, after the treaty of Passau, in
1552, to be convinced that, even at this early period of the Re-
formation, nothing more was wanting to establish religious har-
mony in France than firmness on the part of the Government,
and adherenceto the edicts of toleration, which from time to time
it conceded. But, instead of this policy, Catherine was seduced
by Philip IL of Spain into the project, no longer practicable, of
extirpating the Protestant religion throughout Europe.
Whether any positive treaty for the extirpation of heresy wag
- concluded at Bayonne, or a mere understanding to that effect
entered into between Catherine and the Duke of Alva, is a point
contested among historians. Certain it is, that no such treaty
has ever been published ; but, in rummaging among the archives
at Simancas, M. Capefigue has discovered the project of a treaty
of alliance between France and Spain,* which, he thinks, was
prepared for that conference, and submitted to the French Go.
yernment by Alva. By that treaty, the two contracting powers
were to maintain and defend the holy Catholic religion by all
the means they could employ; they were to suffer no exercise of
the new religion within their territories, in public or in private;
they were to banish all Protestant ministers from their dominions,
on pain of death if they returned; they were to admit, without
modification, all the decrees of the Council of Trent ; and to em-
Ploy no person in any public service or judicial office who did

- © " VL,188,
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not make a satisfactory profession of his religious belief, and enjoy
the reputation of a good Catholic. M. Capefigue also admits,
that expedients to get rid of the Calvinists in France were dis-
cussed at Bayonne; that the Duke was averse to any terms of
accommodation with them; that means of destroying them, root
and branch, were under consideration; and that, from Alva’s
despatches, it is clear the plan of a general massacre was enter-
tained, and not rejected by the heads of the Catholic party. But
though it was proposed, and perhaps agreed to, at this conference,
to ged rid, by any means whatever, of the Huguenots, he cannot
believe that themassacre of St Bartholomew, afterwards exeguted
at Paris, was planned at that interview. We agree with him
entirely in that opinion. All we contend for is, that the design
to extirpate heresy from France, adopted at Bayonne, was never
abandoned; that it was prosecuted at first by encroachments on
the edict of toleration,—afterwards attempted hy arms,—and,
finally, all but accomplished by treachery.

Vexatious infractions of the edict of pacification,—ordinanced
modifying and explaining its provisions to the detriment of the
Huguenots, rumours of the sinister projects entertained at Ba-
yonne, the advance of Alva’s army along the eastern frontier of
" France, the pretext afforded by that march for taking Swiss Ca-
tholics into the pay of the Government, and the refusal to admit
Protestants into its service—excited such alarm among the Hugue-
nots, that they flew to arms, and had nearly succeeded in surpri-
* sing, at Meaux, the person of the King. A sharp war followed,
succeeded by a short and treacherous peace. The court, insti-
gated by the Pope (Pius V., Ghisleri), a merciless, but sincere
fanatic, who had been head of the Inquisition, determined by
force or fraud to extirpate heresy from France. Measures were
taken to prevent the l[-’]uguenots from ever assembling again in
arms ; but their leaders, having eluded the toils that had been set
for them, escaped to Rochelle, and renewed the war. Twice
defeated in general actions, and deprived by death of some of
their principal leaders and ablest captains, they were still able,
under the guidance of the Admiral, to make head against their
opponents. Tired at length with fruitless hostilities, both parties
became desirous of repose. Notwithstandindg the fanatical exhor-
tations and bitter remonstrances of the Pope, peace was con-
cluded, on terms more favourable to the Huguenots than, from
the relative position of the two parties, they had reason to ex~
pect; and then began that course of policy which terminated in
the massacre of St Bartholomew.

M. Capefigue is one of those who maintain that the massacre
at Paris was not the result of; premeditation. He thinks it arose
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out of the religious bigotry of the times, exasperated by the jea-

lousy and indignation of the Catholics at the apparent favour'
shown to the Huguenots, and by the hatred of the Parisians to the

rude and insolent gentry from the provinces, who had accompa-

nied the King of Navarre to the capital. He believes that

Charles IX. was sincere in his professions of regard to the Ad-

miral, and that he was compelled unwillingly to give his assent

to the foul and bloody execution that took place, by the necessity

to which he was reduced of joining decidedly with one or other

of the contending parties. His chief argument in support of this-
opinion is derived from the unfeigned alarms entertained at Rome'
and at Madrid while the Admiral was apparently in favour; from

which he infers that no traitorous plet could have been in agita-

tion, as these two powers must have been informed of it. We
are far from being satisfied with this reasoning. If such a plot

was in preparation, there was no chance of suceess but by keep-

ing it secret; and there could be no motive for imparting it to

those who, by their distance from the scene of action, could take
no part in the tragedy. We .are ready to admit that the Catho--
lics were inflamed with the most furious bigotry and most ran-

corous hatred against the Huguenots, and that they extended the

massacre beyond the intention of its contrivers. But a review
of the history of the times convinces us that a plot for entrapping

the leaders of the Protestants, and involving them in one ecom-

mon destruction, had been long entertained by the Queen-Mother

and her son. ‘

Previously to the peace of St Germains, in 1570, it is acknow-
ledged that the dispositions of the court towards the Huguenots
had remained unaltered. From the conferences at Bayonne to -
that period, every edict in their favour had been violated, or mo-
dified to their prejudice by subsequent ordinances. The King
had never forgiven the insult offered to his dignity by the attack -
on his person at Meaux. Within a few months after the conclu-
sion of the last peace, there had been attempts made to surprise -
the chiefs of the Huguenots, whilst dispersed and living in security
at their respective houses. An edict had been passed, disquali-
fying them from all offices in the state and magistracy. There '
was no excess of violence and cruelty that had not been practised *
against them: they had been pillaged and insulted with impuni-
ty, and many of them assassinated. One of their leaders had
been killed in cold blood, after he became a prisoner of war; .
another had been basely murdered by one who was familiarly
called the ¢ King’s Bravo’. That no faith was to be kept with he-
relics was the atrocious language held at court; and to destroy '
them, whether by open violence or secret treachery, was held t¢-:
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repaired in great numbers to the capital. Hardly was the mar-
riage concluded, when they were involved in a general mas-
sacre, by his orders, Within a few days he avowed the deed,
and expressed as much abhorrence and detestation of the
Admiral as he had shown kindness and affection to him when
alive. :

They who vindicate the memory of Charles, pretend, that;
‘baving been convinced by experience of the inefficacy of reli-
gious persecution, he had no other desire, after the peace of St
Germains, than to preserve the tranquillity he had restored.
But if peace had been his sole object, why not content himself
with maintaining and enforcing his edict? Why bring the
Huguenots to court, employ them in his most secret councils,
and invest them with his apparent confidence? The slightest
reflection must have convinced him, that such demonstrations of
favour .could not be conferred on Protestants without giving
offence to his Catholic subjects. M. Capefigue represents the
Admiiral, and other chiefs of the Huguenots, as forward, presump-
tuous men, who thrust themselves into the service of the King,
and assumed the direction of his affairs against his wishes. But
the reverse is notoriously the fact. It required many messages
by Cossé, Biron, and others, besides letters of invitation from
the King and Queen-Mother, hefore the Admiral could be pre-
vailed upon to quit his residence at Rochelle and trust himself
at court; and it was not till after the secret conference of the
King at Lumigny with Prince Louis of Nassau, La Noue, and:
Teligny, on the affairs of the Netherlands, that he could be per-
suaded there was any real intention to make war on Spain in
support of the Flemish insurgents. For what purpose but to
allure the Admiral to Blois, and afterwards to Paris, did Charles
propose and entertain a project, which his -correspondence at
Simancas shows he never meant seriously to execute? If he
desired the marriage of his sister as a pledge and bond of peace, -
why celebrate the nuptials in a place animated with the most-
deadly hatred against those he intended to conciliate? Why
entice the Huguenots to a city the most adverse to them of any
town in France? Why assemble the two parties in presence
of each other, if he meant to prevent hostilities between them?
If Charles, as M. Capefigue pretends, was compelled by the dis-
contents and menaces of the Catholics, to undo in one night
what for two years he had been labouring to accomplish—if he
had brought himself to such a pass, that he had no other means
to regain their confidence and convince them of his repentance
than by glutting their vengeance with the blood of these whom
trust in him alone had placed withjn their reach—what but his
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own conduct had reduced him to that situation? And, suppo-
sing the statement of M. Capefigue to he correct, what ought
to have been the determination of an honourable mind, compel-
Jed to choose between danger to himself and treachery to those
" who had confided in him?

After the blow was struck, every act, every expression of the
King betrayed the hollowness and insincerity of his former pro-
fessions. If the confidence and affection he displayed towards
the Admiral had been real, could these sentiments have been
converied, within a few days, and without the slightest provoca-
tion, into the most ferocious and savage hatred? If his former
demonstrations and declarations of regard had been sincere, is it
conceivable that he could have gone voluntarily to contemplate,
—and seeing, that he could have indulged in brutal jests on the
mangled remains of a man, whom he had embraced as a father
some months before—whom he had treated ever since as the
most confidential of his friends—and from whom he had last parted
with professions of the most tender interest in his safety, and im-

recations of the direst vengeance against the assassin who had
attempted his life? We doubt whether M. Capefigue’s expe-
rience of revolutionary times can furnish him with any transmu-
tation so violent and 50 sudden. But we must either admit, that
fear of the Catholics produced this extraordinary change in the
mind and dispositions of Charles; or acquiesce in the opinion of
his contemporaries, that, in his conduct and language to the Hu-
guenots, he had been false throughout.

The pride of Charles had never forgiven the enterprise at
Meaux. Having tried open force without success, he dissem-
bled his resentment, and watched his opportunity for vengeance.
It would be ridiculous to affirm, that the details of the St Bar-
tholemew had been arranged for months or years before hand;
hut it seems to us clear, from the whole tenor of the intermediate
transactions, that, from the interview at Bayonne to the mas-
sacre of Paris, there was a plot to get rid, by any means what-
ever, of the Huguenots, which was never for an instant abandon-
ed by the court. It is not impossible that, dazzled by the splen-
did visions of conquest and glory placed before-him by Coligny, -
the irregular and unsettled mind of Charles may have vacillated
before the moment of execution. But this is a mere conjecture,
founded on the memorials addressed to him by Nevers and Ta-
vannes. That the marriage of Margaret was originally proposed
asa meauns to enspare and destroy the Huguenots is apparent from
the conversation of the King at Blois with the Papal Legate,—
the only stranger to whom he seems ever to have given a hint
of the foul and treachereus purpose he had in contemplation. To
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Philip of Spain he went no farther than to assure him, that the
marriage of his sister with the Prince of Bearn would conduce to
the service of God, and to the profit of his kingdom. But that
monarch, as M. Capefigue himself admits, was not altogether a
stranger to the thought of making an end of the Huguenots.*

Of the political consequences of the St Bartholomew it is un-
necessary to enlarge. It alienated and separated from France
the German Electors—the Swiss Confederacy—the Flemish in-
surgents—and the Queen of England—her natural allies. It
bound her to the King of Spain; and, while her Government
continued in the same fervour of Catholic zeal, it made her sub-
servient to the poliey of that ambitious potentate. At home, it
destroyed all chance of peace or tranquillity in France while
any existing prince of the house of Valois survived. The Hu-
guenots could have'no confidence in treaties made with persons
who had so foully deceived and betrayed them. They were
compelled, in self defence, to remain continually under arms, or
to-insist on places of surety for their protection. The Govern-
ment had no alternative but either to subdue them entirely, or
allow them to retain a number of fortified towns and garrisons
for their security. The course taken by Catharine and her sons
neither reduced them to obedience, nor left them quiet. Urged
by the violence and bigotry of the Catholics, Henry I1l. made
war repeatedly on his Protestant subjects. But the wars he had
unwillingly undertaken he pursned without vigour or perseve-
rance; and, yielding to his natural indolence, or to the insinua-
tions of his mother, he was always ready to negotiate. Treaties
hastily concluded were as hastily annulled. Hostilities, com~
menced without adequate preparation, led to no decisive results,
and ended in some temporary crompromise. His prodigalities
kept him poor. His profligacy and frivolity deprived him of all
respect and esteem. Tired and dissatisfied with his tergiversa-
tions, and, in spite of his ascetic and devotional practices, doubt-
ful even of the sincerity of his religion, the ardent Catholics lost
at length all confidence in his government. Leagues or associ-
ations were formed in every part of France in support of the
Catholic faith,—or rather in hostility to its opponents; and these
leagues, confederating under a common head, assumed and ex-
ercised for a time the supreme authority of the state.

There are no occurrences in the religious wars of France more
interesting to us, and more pregnant with instruction, than the
formation of the League, and the calamities that flowed from it.

* 1., 284,
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At this very moment we are (hreatened with a visitation of the
same kind, After slumbering for a century in apathy and indif-
ference, the Protestants of Ireland have suddenly emerged into
zeal and activity. Many of them, heated by controversial dis-
courses, and inflamed by itinerant orators, have become zealots
and fanatics in good earnest. Others are influenced solely by
their fears of losing the political ascendency they have so long
abused. All profess a furious and bigoted aversion to those
who differ from them in religious faith. Following the example
of the Catholics of France in the time of Henry IIL, they have
formed themselves into unions or associations exclusively Pro-
testant ; and so deeply are they embued with the intolerant and
uncharitable spirit of the 16th century, that, like Paul IV., they
have no confidence in the sincerity of any man’s conversion from
religious error, and refuse 1o admit any one into their lodges
who has ever been a Catholic. From small and contemptible
beginnings, in a remote and ohscure province, they are now ex-
tensively diffused over the empire; and threaten to become as
formidable to the state, and as destructive to the peace and order
of society, as ever the League was in France. The constitution
and spirit of the Lwo asssociations are alike. Hatred of a rival
sect, and implicit submission to their leaders, are the funda-
mental principles of both.

It must be owned that, in ene respect, the Leaguers went
farther than the Orangemen. The professed object of the Lea-
gue was not only to mainfain the Catholic as the dominant
. religion in France, but to suffer no other worship within the
kingdom. The Orangemen are more moderate, at least in their
language. - Provided they have the execution of the law in their
hands, they ask for no legal authority to persecute. On the
ather hand, the declaration of allegiance made by the Orange-
men is qualified by a proviso, that it shall be binding only ¢ so
‘long as the King, his heirs, and successors support the Pro-
¢ testant ascendency;’ while the Leaguers, at the commence-
ment at least of their career, vowed to the King the most im--
plicit and unqualified obedience.* The difference, however, is
more apparent than real ; for no sooner had an edict of tolera--
tion been extorted from the weakness of Henry IIL, than the
Leaguers, unmindful of their former professions, began to form
machinations against him. One David, an advocate of Paris,
proposed, in a council of the League, to set aside the King and’
his brother; to alter the course of succession; and to place the

et

* 1L, 874,
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Duke of Guise on the throne. The time was not yet arrived
for so daring an enterprise ; and the papers of David, which had
fallen into the hands of his enemies, having been published, the
Catholics thought it prudent to deny their authenticity, and
maintain they were fabrications of the Calvinists. Within a few
years, the project he had conceived and prematurely divulged
became the great and undisguised object of the League.

The League was unlimited in its numbers, and exclusively a
Catholic association. 'When arrived at its maturity, it was com-
posed of all ranks, descriptions, and conditions. Like the Orange-
men, it had a prince of the blood at its head, the nearest but one
in the line of succession to the crown. Among ils members it
included many of the ancient as well as of the receutly created
nobility, and several bishops,—the most foolish, the most kna-
vish, and most fanatical of their order. At Paris, it comprised
presidents, counsellors, and retired members of the supreme
courts—under-secretaries and clerks in public offices—notaries,
attorneys, advocates, and members of the university—wealthy
shopkeepers and artisans—and it descended even lo boatmen,
horsedealers, and scavengers, From Paris the same spirit was
diffused over all the considerable towns of France. In the rural
districts it enlisted many of the provincial gentry, with their
followers,—forming the chiel military strength of the kingdom,
but as ignorant and illiterate as the clod on which they trod.
Zeal supplied money and arms. The priests and friars were not
wanting in their exhortations. The people were told that the
tolerance of heresy was an offence against God, and the sacrifice
of heretics an acceptable offering in his sight.

Wherever these illegal associations made their way, troubles.
and disturbances followed in their wake. Before them was
peace and tranquillity—behind them enmities and disorder.
Every district into which they penetrated became a scene of
turbulence and intestine war. The ties of friendship and neigh-
hourhood—the bonds even of kindred were rudely and violently
broken by a fanatical clergy, in the name of Heaven. The
master grew suspicious of his servant, and the servant became
a spy upon his master.” Confiding in their strength and union,
and trusting to the secret favour they enjoyed at court, the do-
minant party exercised every sort of outrage against their oppo-
nents, without regard to the edicts of peace and toleration
proclaimed by the government. Riots, ending not unfrequently
in murder—private assassinations—arbitrary arrests and im-
prisonments—open pillage and spoliation in the face of day—
predial depredations under the cloud of night— unjust exactions
under the colour of law—illegal exclusions from municipal
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come exhausted ; its most furious partisans had perished ; and
liberty of conscience, which the Protestants had forty years be-
fore prayed for in vain, was granted to them, with other immu-
aities, which, at the commencement of the civil wars, they had
not thought of asking. :

In the latter part of his work, M. Capefigue recounts at length
the difficulties through which Henry IV. had to wade in order
to obtain the peaceable possession of his throne. The subject
is better suited to the caustic temper of the author than
the ardent scenes of the preceding wars ; during which we have
been often at a loss to know, whether, in commemorating the
popular excesses of the League, he was serious in the commen-
dations he bestowed, or in the party he espoused. But in de-
scribing the venality, servility, and corruption that prepared the
way and marked the progress of victory aud submission, he is
quite at home. Such scenes and personages as a restoration ex-
hibits, he seems quite familiar with ; and in nothing is he more
successful than in stripping the ambiguous character of; Henry
IV. of the false splendour that has been thrown around him.
His gasconading humour—his sallies of coarse and homely
pleasantry—his frankness, not unmixed with dissimulation—his
well-timed effusions of cordiality and kindness— his apparent
warmth of heart and real selfishness of disposition—his talent for
gaining adherents when he wanted their assistance—his facility
in parting with his old friends when he had no longer occasion
for their services—are painted to the life. We should, indeed,
require nothing more than the execution of Biron to dispel the
chivalrous illusions which poets and philosophers have shed
around the character of Henry. The death of Biron may have
been a useful stroke of policy, but it was a cold-blooded act of
ingratitude. The first and the noblest ofthe Bourbons saw one of
his earliest friends, the man to whom he had been indebted in
his utmost need, without whom he must have been a fugitive
and exile—he saw this man depart from his closet to certain
death, when one word from his lips would have awakened Biron
to a sense of his situation, and obtained from him a confession
of the criminal projets he had entertained, but never carried
into effect. The defense of Biron is a masterpiece of eloquence
and feeling; but it made no impression on the obdurate mind of
one who could pardon and show mercy when he was to gain by
:is clemency, but had no real generosity or kindness in his

eart. '

- Sincethe preceeding pages were written, the ¢ Orange Associa-
¢ tions’ have received what appears to be their death-blow. Their
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frantic declarations, their pernicious designs, their traitorous
suggestions, have been exposed, and their secret correspondence
brought to light. Ashamed and alarmed at the disclosure, their
leaders have denied or shrunk from the connexion; and re-
nounced a confederation full of danger to themselves, and preg-
nant with mischief to the community. The more ignorant and
fanatical of their followers threaten to keep together and maim-
tain the unions they have formed. But when the head is sever-
ed, though there may still remain for a time convulsive motions
in the limbs, they must quickly subside, and can do no harm.
It is to be hoped that in this, as in other countries, men will at
length be convinced, that they may hold different language on
mysteries, which no one even pretendsto comprehend, without
detesting each other with mortal hatred, or imputing to their
adversaries practices, intentions, or principles which they have
solemnly disavowed. Whether an unknown quantity be called
a, 1, or 2z, ought to be a matter of as little importance in civil
polity as it is in algebra. Acts, not opinions or formulas of he-
lief, are the proper objects of human legislation.

Awrr. Il.—Musical History, Biography, and Criticism ; being a
General Survey of Music from the earliest period to the pre-
sent time. By Georce Hogartn. 12mo. London: 1835.

Mn'lloc.m'ru’s work is one of the few on the subject of
music which, though popular,or,in other words, intended
for the mass of the public, is by no means superficial. The
aathor is evidently well qualified for the task which he has un-
dertaken, not only as a scientific and agreeable writer, but as one
who has carefully noted the progress of music during his own
day, and studiously investigated its past history. His book,
besides being a judicious compendium of almost every thing
valuable and interesting in relation to the subject, contains many
striking observations, and much original criticism ; which, pro-
ceeding from a mind well versed in the theory of composition,
are calculated to carry great weight, not only with the publie,
but with all competent judges. There can be no doubt, there-
fore, that it will supply an important desideratum ; and it is to be
hoped that, by disseminating sound principles of criticism, and
correct views as to the true character and object of musical
- composition, it will contribute in no slight degree-to the regula-
tion and improvement of the public taste, o
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Beginning with the state of music among the Hebrews and
Egyptians, Mr Hogarth has traced its progress, from the time
when it first took root in Haly, through the early periods of the
Christian Church and the middle ages, down to the present day;
and whilst he has with great judgment characterised the different
Schools which have successively sprung up in Italy, Germany,
France, and England, in the departments of the Church, the
Theatre, and the Chamber, and the various styles of composition
which have from time to time prevailed, he has omitted no oppor-
tunity of enriching his narrative with curious and amusing
traits, incidents and characters. Minute information in a work
of this size is not to be expected ; and we are not inclined to find
fault with the author for having slightly noticed, and sometimes
omitted, artists who have occasionally figured in the musical
world. By keeping in the background, and in some instances
excluding altogether those whose works produced no great or
lasting effects, he has been enabled to dwell with greater freedom
and effect upon the different epochs, and to bring out in stronger
relief the more prominent and attractive féatures of the general
history.

‘We believe that there are comparatively few who feel them-
selves much attracted towards the purely scientific details of
this art; and there are not many who show any very extra-
ordinary zeal to accomplishi themselves in the principles and
practice of composition. Indeed, however curious and inter-
esting, in an abstract point of view, the study of the former can
be of little use except to such as devote themselves to the higher
branches of the mathematics ; and proficiency in the latter, that is’
to say, such a practical knowledge and command of the art of the
composer as are necessary to enable a person to express his ideas
in the language of music with fluency and precision, can only
be acquired after a course of systematic discipline;—quite incom-
patible with the general education and avocations of all but pro-
fessionable musicians, or such as make musicthe subject of their al-
most undivided attention. The cultivation, however, of a taste
for music, accompanied with a moderate degree of skill in the
management of the voice or of an instrument, rests upon totally
different grounds, and may be considered as within the reach of
all whom nature has endowed with the requisite susceptibility.
A work like the present, therefore, is calculated to be highly
useful. It may serve, too, as a sort of bulwark against those
never-ceasing inroads of prejudice and bad taste, to which, from
the number of empirics by whom this profession is overrun, its
students stand peculiarly exposed. It has unhappily of late been
found so convenient for tegchers, or professors, asthey are pleased
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to style themselves, both instrumental and vocal, to eke out the
emoluments of their vocation by the profits of their own musical
publications, that the recommendation of the best models,—
those which alone can purify and exalt the taste,—has been gene-
rally found to be in direct opposition to their own interest. It
need not therefore be wondered at, if we are accustomed to see
the routine of musical tuition run through, without any farther
knowledge being gathered of standard and classical composi-
tionsthanif they never had existed ;—that we should oceasionally
- hear Mozart denounced as an ancient;—and even Beethoven,
with his varied and magnificent harmony, originality, and
pathos, set aside; and the attention of the rising generation,
if not wholly engrossed with diluted and often incorrect adap-
tations and arrangements of foreign operas, and the somgs of
third-rate theatrical composers, at best directed to vain attempts
to signalize themselves by the showy and ungraceful produe-.
tions of the fashionable Viennese and Parisian composers of the
day.

}in music, as well as in architecture, there are certain forms of
beauty which have an existence recognisable at all times, and in
all ages, independently of the caprices and fluctuations of fashion ;
and these are not to be looked for in the attempts of the illiterate -
and ignorant, but in those efforts of highly cultivated genius .
which have commanded the admiration of the world, and rendered
the names of their authors immortal. With all our modern im-
provements, Handel, Hayden, and Mozart must mever be lost
sight of. They are the great landmarks of theart. Variety and
brilliancy of effect may have been superadded by their succes-
sors;—a Weber and a Rossini may have tracked out unknown
and unfrequented paths of modulation;—a Beethoven may have
untwisted hidden chains and combinations of harmony; and the
invention of new instruments and the improvement of the old
may have added largely to the capabilities of the orchestra: but
the master-pieces of art to which the eminent composers above-
mentioned have given birth, will find their way to the imagina-
tion and the heart, from generation to generation; and must
always form the ground-work of every liberal and perfeet system
of musical instruction. _

¢« Handel (says Mr Hogarth) was the greatest of musicians; and it is
not more probable that the lustre of his name shall be dimmed by age, or
fmpaired by successful rivalry, than that any such thing shall befali the
names of Homer, Milton, or Michael Angelo. Since his day, indeed,
music, in some respects, has been progressive. Melody has become more
rythmical, flowing, and graeeful; the powers of instraments have been
enlarged, aud numberless beautiful and striking effocts have baen obtain-
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ed by successive discoveries in regard to their treatment and combina-~
tion. Hence the music of the theatre and the chamber has gained greater
freedom, variety, apd richness; and hence the Italian operas of Handet
have shared the fate of all the dramatic music of his day. They have
sunk into oblivion and for ever; for were their revival attempted, their
beauties could not prevent them from appearing dry, constrained, and
meagre to modern ears; and the world could never return to those forms
of theatrical composition which, in the progress of taste, have been neces—
sarily abandoned. But the music of the church, the noblest branch of
the art, has remained unchanged for generations, and will probably re-
main unchanged for generations to come. Founded on the great princie
ples of harmony, established by the ecclesiastical composers of the six- -
teenth and seventeenth centuries, it is constructed of materials over which
fime has small power ; and the faw ornaments which may be applied to
it by the varying taste of different ages, ¢an but slightly affect the aspect
of 1ts massive and collossal structure. Compared to this accordingly, all
other kinds of music appear to be fleeting and ephemeral. In every
eountry it is the oldest music that is extant; and in our own, the walls of
eur cathedrals may still re-echo the sacred strains of Gibbons and Tallis,
Purcell and Boyce, after all the profane music that has been produced, from
their days to our own, shall have been swept away. It is on this founda-
tion that Handel has built the stupendous choruses of his oratorios. Their
duration is independent of the mutability of taste or fashion. They
make the same impression now as when they were heard for the first
time; and will continue to act on the mind with undiminished power so
long as the great principles. of human nature shall remain unchanged.’

To these opinions we readily subscribe. The great improve-
ment which has taken place in dramatic and vocal music, and
the refinement of modern melody, must for ever preclude the re~
suscitation either of Handel’s, or any of the other operatic com-
positions of his period; and this is a remark which applies even,
with greater force to the happiest effusion of the composers who
have preceded him. We think, therefore, that in one instance,,
at least, Mr. Hogarth’s enthusiastic admiration of genius has
prompted him to express himself in a way somewhat at variance
with the observations we have quoted. We allude to what
he says of Purcell, who was cut off in 1695, at the early.
age of 87. There can be no doubt that this great artist took
pains to form his style on the best Italian models of his.
time—those of Carissimi, Stradella, and others; and that he
succeeded in rivalling them in the graceful flow of his melody,
while he excelled them, and all his contemporaries, in its ad-
mirable and expressive adaptation to the meaning and accentua-
tion of the words, which more than any thing else has extended
his popularity almost to the present day,—especially from the
fine scope which most of his songs have afforded to the powers
of some of our most celebrated singers. On the other hand,
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Timotheus was banished by the Spartan Senate for his audacity
in adding one string more to the lyre,—every successive intro-
ducer of chorus, discords, and modulations has been assailed as
a rash and dangerous innovator,—a musical anarchist ; and, much
in the same way as we read, that when Galileo invented the
telescope, there were people so averse to open their eyes to any
truths inconsistent with their favourite creed, that they positively
refused to look through it, we find the grave German maslers
refusing o listen to Haydn’s first trios; so many and so glaring
were their acknowledged deviations from the good old rules.
But ever since he and his contemporaries succeeded in establish-
ing the broad principle, that every thing is allowable in music
which does not offend a cultivated ear, the progress of im-
provement became certain; and we can no more think of re-
tracing our steps in this art, than of exchanging the knowledge
and power which we have obtained over the material world, by
experimental investigation, for the barren subtilities of the schools.
Upon these grounds we infer the durability of the works to which
we have alluded. '

In the lyrical drama, musicians were not so fortunate as poets
in possessing nearly perfect models handed down from anti-
quity. In their art, no Sophocles or Euripides led the way.
The Italian opera did not emerge till towards the end of the
fifteenth century; and for a century after that, it could scarcely be
said to have any style of its own. Its music was the same with
that of the church, with a sprinkling of madrigals and popular
songs; but, after the invention of recitative, the application of
symphonal accompaniment, the establishment of a style of melody
congenial to the expression of the words, the gradual embel-
lishment of the vocal parts, and the improvement of those of the
orchestra—the true principles ofthe lyrical drama, werelaid open
by Marecello, and first practically illustrated by Gluck; who, in
the year 1764, composed an opera (the Orfeo’) according to
strict dramatic rule ;—the music being closely subservient to the
action of the piece. Since that period the form has remained the
same, however much the details may have been varied, by the
different styles of melody which the genius of a Mozart, a Ci-
marosa, a Rossini, and a Weber have [romn time to time produced;
as has the amalgamation of orchestral and vocal effects through
the agency of the dramatic symphony,—an idea which the master-
mind of the first of these composers at once conceived and
brought to perfection.

The forms of the symphony, and of every description of con-
certed piece which comes under the denomination of instramental
music, have also been matured during the same period; so that
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the warks and the reputation of the great composers by whom
all this has been accomplishied, rest upon a foundatioa quite as
durable as do those of the most illusirious poets anu dramatists.
Those who are destined to follow afier them have not to invent
new forms, but simply, adopting their master-pieces as models,
to approximate to their excellence where they can, and to
improve upon the original where improvement is possible.
Whether such a symphony as that of Beethoven in C minor will
ever emanate from any other musician, or whether the splendid
productions of Mozart will ever he transcended, is like asking
whether apy fulure painter ever will equal ¢ The Last Judgment’
of Michael Angelo, or the Cartoons of Raphael.

These observations do not extend to music of a sacred charac-
ter. This has run a career of its own ; and its constitution and
fabric were determined at amuch earlier period. Where the object
is to heighten the fervour of our religious feelings—to exchange
for the vanities and frivolities of this fleeting scene ¢ the thoughts
¢ that wander through eternity’—to call our attention to the
truths of revelation, and to fix our minds upon that great Being to
whom our prayers are addressed,—it would seem almost to savour
of a truism to remark, that the tone and style of all such compo-
sitions should be one of extreme simplicity,—chast¢ened and purged
as far as possible from all profane and secular associations ; and
this style, in a theocratic state like that of Italy, naturally enough
springs up in the very infancy of the art, before variety of modu-
lation and barmony, with the allurements which they hold out to
the fancy of the composer, has been introduced. The strains of
such mugic, when they are solemn and impressive, may be im-
perfect, monotonous, and rude, but not the less adapted to the
purpose required. Whether they are heard, ¢ in service high
¢ and anthems clear,” resounding through the ¢ embowered roof’
of the sanctuary, aided by the powerful influence of ¢ the
¢ loud pealing organ’ and all the imposing accessaries of Catho-
lic worship,—or issuing from the rough untutored voices of the
rigid adherents of Calvin, in some lone valley or mountain glen,—
they serve equally to awaken and sustain the spirit of devotion.
‘Were it otherwise, how could we account for the fact that the
Gregorian Chant has been used in the ritual of the Romish
church from the sixth century down to the present day, precisely
in the form in which it was then established; or the still mare
extraordinary circumstance, that a composition written two hun-
dred years anterior to this,—the celebrated Canticle of the ¢ Te
¢ Deum,’ by St Ambrose and St Augustine,—should still be ad-
mired and (we have M. Choron’s authority for the fact) appre-
ciated as much as the sacred works of many modern masters,
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Such is the noble simplicity of these ancient chants and church
services, and their total dissimilitude to every thing heard upon
lighter occasions, that when used atsolemn festivals, especially
during Lent and the holy week, they are sure to make an in+
delible impression on the mind; and to be ever afterwards as-
sociated with ideas of vemeration and awe. These feelings
may sometimes be not a little enhanced by the reflection, that
in these solemn strains we are listening to relics of even much
more remote antiquityj the Gregorian ritual baving been formed
chiefly from fragments of the ancient Greek and Roman hymns
and the chants used in the religious ceremonies of the Jews,
which were aflerwards transferred into the service of the.early
Christian church.

That after the invention of counterpoint, in the eleventh cen-
tury, these chants, and the early music of the church, should have
been encumbered and buried under an accumulation of learned
harmonies and figurative descant, wrought out;’ like so many
problems, to the utter disregard of melody, is precisely what
might have been expected at a period when music was classed
as a branch of the mathematics (forming a part of the quadri-
vium, along with arithmetic, geometry, and astromomy). Bat
in the same way that the Italian - and German composers of the
last century liberated music of every other kind from the narrow
routine to which it was circumscribed by the pedantry of their
age, Palestrina, in 1555, by one masterly stroke, not only saved
the music of the Church from the total annihilation with which
it was threatened by the Council of Trent, but placed it on a
footing which has left literally nothing for his successors to do
but to imitate his style and to write after his example. And
it is not easy to overrate the genius of the composer, who could at
once, in the face of a system so opposite, direct the powers of har~
mony to their legitimate object,—the strengthening and enriching
of melodies, chaste, sublime, and full of expression. ’

In England, Dr Tye had the merit, even before the time of
Palestrina, of abandoning, in some of his compositions, the
artificial and complicated methods of his day; and Tallis, Bird,
Gibbons, and others, during the Elizabethan: age, profiting
by his works, and these of Palestrina, and the Italian composers
who followed bis footsteps, succeeded in bringing ecclesiastical
music to a state of grandeur, simplicity, and purity which has
never been surpassed; whatever improvements may since have
been effected in the flow of the melody—the accentuation and
expression of the words, the delicacy of the accompaniment, and
the general contexture of the parts. It is singular that English
oemposers alone should, down to the present day, have adhered
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to the exclusive ccclesiastical style; but to this distinction they
are unquestionably entitled; and it may well console us for our
admitted inferiority in music of a theatrical and miscellaneous
nature.

¢ The choral music,’” says Mr Hogarth, ¢ appropriated to the service of
our cathedrals, is peculiarly English, and differs essentially from the sacred
music of every other country. It belongs to the school of composition
founded by the great harmonists of the sixteenth century ; and the grave
and religious character impressed upon it by Gibbons, Tallis, and Bird,
has been preserved by the unbroken series of distinguished musicians, who,
down to our own time, have devoted their talents to the service of the
Church. Our music consecrated to religion retains the grand and solemn
barmony of the old masters; and if its melodies have in the progress of
time acquired additional grace and smoothness, they have not lost the
serious and chastened ‘expression which befits the language of devotion.
It admits none of those light and tripping measures, which, in the words¢
of Pope,

% Make the soul darce upon a jig to leaven,”

or rather draw it down from those heavenly contemplations which religi-
ous music ought to inspire, and fill it witl the thoughts of worldly pur-
suits, and trifling amusements.’
- ¢England is thus entitled to boast that her cathedral music is superior
to that of any other country, and that while the music of the Church in
Jtaly, and even Germany, has degenerated, ours retains the solemn
randeur of the olden time. Our services and anthems, too, are more
vocal than the masses and motets of the Romish Church; for, in these,
the voices are very frequently subordinate to the rich and powerful instru-
mental symphony which accompanies them. Our cathedral music is
accompanied by the organ only, a kind of accompaniment that is not
liable to the changes which orchestral music is constantly undergoing ;
and from its grave and solid style, is calculated to support and enrich
the vocal harmony, without withdrawing the attention from it. The more
independent vocal music is of instrumental accompaniment, the less it will
be subject to the mutability of taste and fashion; and this is one cause of
the durability of our cathedral music.’

Mr Hogarth more than once expresses this apprehension as to
-the perishable nature of instrumental music, founded upon the
changes to which instruments are liable ;—a subject which admits
of considerable difference of opinion, and which would require
much more space for its discussion than can be here spared.
‘We shall therefore satisly ourselves with remarking, that these
prospective alterations are by no means certain; and that their
probable effect in impairing the durability of modern orchestral
composition has heen over-rated. In our opinion, the immu-
tability of the scale itself, and of the limits within which the es-
sential elements of harmony are circumscribed, would at all times
supersedé the necessity of any farther change than one analogous
to that by Mozart, when he modernized the symphonies of Han-
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del’s ¢‘Messiah,” by the addition of such accompaniments as the
extended knowledge of wind instruments rendered available.
Our ecclesiastical music has, no doubt, owed its preservation to
the circumstance here alluded to,—of the accompaniment in our
cathedrals having been confined to the organ ; and the admission of
a vanety of instruments,—both from the connexion with the dra~
matic style of composition, and the circumstances atlendant on its
execution,—has as certainly been the cause of the adulteration of
this kind of music in Italy, Germany, and France. For our-
selves, weare rigid enough to desire the exclusion of all instruments
but the organ from the religious services of the church ; because we
do not see how they can beintroduced without, in some degree, dis-
turbing the solemnity of the occasion. Theorgan, from its being,
we may almost say, set apart for purposes of religion, and its pecu-
liar suitableness for the production of sublime effects, of itself
inclines the mind to feelings of devation; but the different in-
struments of an orchestra have an opposite tendency; and are
as cerlain to awaken the recollection of scenes of gaiety, enjoy-
ment, and revelry—the ball, the concert-room, and the theatre.
It has happened also, that composers, feeling it impossible to
bring all the resources of modern melody and harmony within
the bounds of strict ecclesiastical composition, have written
their masses and motets in the same style, and with all the gaiety
and florid beauty of the music of the drama. Even the sacred
works of Haydn and Mozart arecastin this mould;—excepting the
¢ Stabat mater’ of the former, and the ¢ Requiem’ of the latter.
In the last of these, in particular, while the sacred character is
maiatained throughout, the airshave all the grace and freedom,—
the instrumentation all the resources, of modern refinement ; and
in this impressive work, and the perfect manner in which, in his
operas, this incomparable artist has contrived toblend the varied
powers of the orchestra with the voice, without ever allowing
the former to encroach on the latter, he ‘has exhibited the
finest models which exist of these two styles of composition ;
but models, we fear, so difficult of imitation, that for aught
we have yet seen, they seem destined to be the despair, as
well as the admiration, of all uture composers.

We areglad to observethat, in theirsacred compositions, there
is-now a disposition in Germany to return to: the pure style
of the old masters; and that they are travelling by the route
pointed out to them in the works of Sebastian Bach, Handel, and
Graun;—not however, we trust, to the exclusion of the improire-
ments which have arisen since their time, when they admit of
being introduced without detracting fromn the grave devotional
character to which they aspire. In oratorios, which, as they



88 Hogarth’s General Survey of Music. April,

form no part of the service, are not, strictly speaking, church
musie, although uvsually performed in churches, a greaterlatitude
may be reasonably allowed; of which we have examples in
Haydn’s ¢ Creation,” and Beethoven's ¢ Mount of Olives;' though
it must be oonfessed that the sublime effect of the latter composi-
tion, considering the more than ordinary sanctity of the subject,
is greatly lesssned by the purely dramatic tone which pervades
it, almost from heginning to end.

This blending of the sagred with the profane is perbaps the
greatest musical vice of the age; and it is gratifying to find that
it is in the course of being reformed. Even Dr. Crotch, who
writes an essay for the purpose of showing that the art is on the
wane (though in reality he proves notbing but that in sacred
music the old ecclesiastical methods bave been departed from),
will naw be satisfied that the case is not so hopeless as he is
inclined to represent it; especially since he admits, that in other
respects, the modern system has brought the ornamental and
beautilul to adegree of perfection to which it had never previously
reached. Although we may be destined, at some future period,
to see new inventions and improvements, in instruments, or, in
other words, in themedia through which composers mayhereafter
express their ideas, and which may impart additional variety to
their phraseology, and heighten the force of their sentiment, the
language of music is already fully formed and developed ; and we
see nothing to warrant us in anticipating future diseoveries so
novel as materially to affect or alter the practical system of
musical composition. Composers appear to us to have, at the
present moment, the hest and most perfect models to direct them
as {0 the course which they ought to pursue; and their destina-
tion for good ar avil will depead upon the originalityand strength
of their own genius, and thecritical judgment of the ordeal through
whioh their produetions have to pass. It ia important, therefore,
that that ordeal should be as pure and free from prejudice as pos-
- sihle; and henoe the value of such a work as this of Mr Hogarth.
Taken a8 a whole, we have nowhere seea a sounder or more un-
exceplionsble body of criticism; ar ane which, eonsidering the
variety of topics which it embraces, affords proof of a more ex-
tensive range of observation. His comments on Handel, Haydn,
Mazart, the English Church and Theatrical Composers, Cima-
rosa, Begthoven, and the German school generally, are eminently
. deserving of approbation. The merits of the latter are balanced
and appreciated with equal disorimination and impartiality. Asa
specimen, aur readers may take the following observations, and
part of hig oritique on Beethoven:— .

¢Gersbany, during the seventeenth century, produced 4 great number
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of excellent musicians, several of whom once enjoyed high reputation,
but their works are now utterly forgotten, and little more is known of
them than their names, a catalogue of which would be wholly uninterest~
ing. At that period, the music of the Germans was distinguished b
learning and depth, rather than facility and grace: by intricate combi-
nations of harmony, rather than flowing and expressive air. This, indeed,
is in a considerable degree the character of the German music to this day,
when compared with that of Italy. But the more recent German com-
Eosers have drawn, from the fountain of Italian melody, draughts which

ave awakened their imagination ard refined their taste; their music
has gained beanty and simplicity, without losing the richness of its har-
mony. In saying this, we mean it to apply to those only who have
studied the Italian models, for it is undeniable that much of the German
music is still dry and overlabonred, abounding in rugged combinations,
and deficient in smooth and agreeable strains, partzking too much, in
short, of the qualities of saur-kraut to all but German tastes. We mean
our remark to apply to all the music of Mozart, to most of that of Haydn,
to those parts of all the greatest works of Beethoven, where the most
enchanting strains of melody come upon the ear, through his wild and
gloomy masses of sound, like gleams of sunshine through the clopds and
darkness of an April sky; and, finally, to the best and happiest effasions
of Weber and Spohr'—

¢As a musician, Beethoven must be classed along with Hande), Haydn,
and Mozart. He alone is to be compared to them in the magnitude of
his works and their influence on the state of the art. Though he has
written little in the department to which Handel devoted all the energies
of his mind, yet his spirit, more than that of any other composer, is akin
to that of Handel. In his music there is the same gigantic grandeur
of conception, the same breadth and simplicity of design, "and the same
absence of minute finishing and petty details. 1o Beethoven’s harmonies
the masses of sound are equally large, ponderous, and imposing as those
of Handel, while they have a deep and gloomy character peculiar to him-
self. As they swell in our ears, and grow darker and darker, they are
like the lowering storm-cloud on which we gaze till we are startled by the
flash, and appalled by the thunder which bursts from its bosom. Such
éffects he has especially produced in his wonderfal symphonies. The
belong to the tone of l’l'is mind, and are without a J)am“el in the whole
range of music. Even where he does not wield the strength of a
great orchestra; in his instrumertal coucerted pieces; in his quartetts,
his trios, and his sonatos for the pianoforte, there is the same broad and
massive harmony, and the same wild, unexpected, and startling effects.
Mingled with these, in his orchestral, as well as his chamber music, there
are strains of melody inexpressibly impassioned and ravishing ; strains
which do not merely please, but dissolve in pleasure; which do not
merely move, but overpower with emotion. Of these divine melodies, a
remarkable feature is their extreme simplicity. A few notes, as artless
?s lthose of a national air, are sufficient to awake the most exquisite

eelings. :

‘Tr%e music of Beethoven is stamped with the peculiarities of the man.
When stow and tranqui in its mevement, it has not the placid composure
of Haydn, or the sustained tenderness of Mozart ; but it is grave, and full;
of deep and melancholy thought. When rapid, it is not brisk or lively,
but agitated and changeful,—full of **sweet and bitter fancies”—of storm
and sunshine—of bursts of passion sinking into the subdued accents of
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grief, or relieved by transient gleams of hope or joy. There are move-
ments, indeed, to which he gives the designation of scherzoso, or playful;
bat this playfulness is as unlike as possible to the constitutional jocula-
rity to which Haydu loved to give vent in the finales of Lis symphonies
and quartetts. If, in a movement of this kind, Beethoven sets out in a
tone of gaiety, his mood changes involuntarily,—the smile fades away, as
it were, from his features,—and he falls into a train of sombre idcas, from
which he ever and anon recovers himself, as if with an effort, and from a
recollection of the nature of his subject. The rapid scherzos, which hie
has substituted for the older form of the minuet, are wild, impetuous, and
fautastic; they have often the air of that violent and fitful vivacity to
which gloomy natures ave liable; their mirth may be compared to that of
the bacchanalian efTusion of the doomed Caspar. They contain, however,
many of Beethoven's most original and beautiful conceptions; and are
strikingly illustrative of the character of his mind.

‘The works composed by Beethoven in the latter years of his life are
not so geunerally known or relished as his earlier (i)roductions. These
earlier compositions are clear in design, and, so broad and simple iu their
effects, that, when they receive justice f[rom the performers, they at once
strike every one who is susceptible of the influence of music. In his more
recent works, his meaning is obscure, and in many instances, incompre-
hensible. He has cast away all established models, and not only thrown
his movements into new and unprecedented forms, but has introduced the
same degree of novelty into all their details. The phrases of his melody
are new ; his harmonies are new ; lis disposition of parts is new; and his
sudden changes of time, of measure, and of key, are frequently not expli-
cable on any received priuciples of the art.’

*It is in his symphenies that the powers of Beethoven’s genius are
most fully displayed. The symphony in G minor stands alone and un-
rivalled; and the Sinfonia Pastorale is probably the finest piece of de-
scriptive music in existence. Every inovement of this charming work is
a scene, and every scenc is full of the mast beautiful images of rural nature
and rural life. We feel the [reshness of a summer morning. We hear
the rustling of the breeze, the waving of the woods, the cheerful notes of
birds, and the cries of animals. We stray along the margin of a mean-
dering brook, and listen to the murmuring of its waters. We join a group
of villagers, keeping holiday with joyous songs and dances.. The sky
grows daik, the thunder growls, and a storm bursts on the alarmed rus-
tics, whose cries of dismay are heard amidst the strife of the elements.
The clouds pass away, the muttering of the thunder is more and more
distant, all becomes quiet and placid, and the stilloess is broken by the
pastoral song of gratitude. Nothing can be more beautiful or more true
to nature than every part of this representation. It requires no key, no
explanalion, but places every image before the mind with a distinclness
which neither poetry nor painting could surpass, and with a beauly which
neither of them could equal.’

Here the enthusiasm of the author has carried him off his
fect ; for we must say that the concluding part of the last sen-
tence puts us not a little in mind of one of the pleasing exag-
gerations of a certain captain mentioned in ‘Peter Simple,’ who
describes his mother asbeing so splendid a pianoforte player, that
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upon one occasion, when she was delighting her friends with her
performance, she introduced an imitation of thunder so exquisite,
that the cream for tea became sour, besides three casks of beer in
the cellar! This is scarcely more laughable than it is to say, that
the descriptive powers of the Pastorale, great as they undoubtedly
are, or of any instrumental music unaccompanied by words, ever
can place imagery before the mind with a distinctness equal to
poetry or painting. Beethoven himself seems to have been of a
different opinion; as he has here furnished us with an explana-
tion, in words, of the different scenes intended to be delineated ;—
knowing that the graphic power of his pencil, without such expla-
nations, could never be made to convey any definite idea of visual
objects, or to give any thing more than the general character of
certain emotions, or to excite ceriain trains of association.

But the only offence for which we feel seriously inclined to take
Mr Hogarth to task, is his unceremonious treatment of the
present Italian school, which he dismisses in the following
sentence :(— e -

¢ The present Italian composers are mere imitators of Rossini, and are
much more successful in copying his defects than lhis beauties. They
are, like him, full of mannerism, with this difference, that his manner
was his own, while theirs is his. They occasionally produce pretty
melodies, a faculty possessed to some extent by every ltalian composer,
however low his grade: bat in general, their airs are strings of common-
place passages, borrowed chiefly from Rossini, and employed without re-.
gard to the sentiment and expression required by the scene. Their con-
certed picces are clumsy and inartificial, and their loud and boisterous
accompaniments show a total ignorance of orchestral composition. This
l;3eneral description applies to them all—Pacini, Mercadante, Bellini, and

onizetti, are all alike—¢fortem Gyan, fortemqué Cloanthum,” and have
not a single distinctive feature.’ , )

Now we think that most people will agree with us in consider-
ing these observations as unjust in their application to all the
Italian composers above named—more especially to the last two;
and we cannot avoid expressing some surprise that censure so in-
discriminate should have found a placein a work, in other respects
so distinguished for its candour, judgment, and good taste. We

o T ‘9 Bellini, whose career, quite as
nhappily been closed by his late
'rantera, Norma, Sonnambula,
y his Puritani,nosoonerappear-
d re-echoed by myriads of voices
tsofthecivilized world. Itisnow
;omunenced ; and from an [talian
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Journal, at present lying before us, which contains theatrical intel-
ligence from every town in Italy, it is pretty evident that its tideis
only rising to its height; for strange to say, in this country so
prolific in this species of produce that a year never passes without
ushering into existence at least forty or fifty new operas ofdifferent
masters, there is at the present moment nothing but the productions
of Bellini to-be any where heard. And are we to believe that the
homage thus spontaneously rendered to the talent of this compo-
ser—not in one place or country where the taste for a season
might be partial or contracted—but in all quarters, arises from
a mere popular hallucination as 1o the excellence of his musi¢?
We confidently ask, whether any instance can be pointed out
where the general verdict of the European public has proved to
be unfounded? The signal success of Pagauini, whom we are
sorry to see Mr Hogarth also altempting to depreciate (alluding
to Spohr as the greatest of all violin players par excellence, and
only acknowledging the supremacy of the former ins-me particu-
lars), is another parallel case. The least acquaintance with Bel-
lini’s compositions is quite sufficient, we should think, to rescue
him from the imputation of being a mannerist, and a mere imita-
tor of Rossini. His style is eminently chaste, and éntirely free
from that species of meretricious embellishment, which repeated
as it is ad nauseam, throughout his works, se much disfigures the
music of the latter. Besides being perfectly original, it is more
graceful, flowing, and infinitely more impassioned. In this re-
spect, and inits freedom from all pedantry, we regard the melody
of Bellini as a decided advance in the progress of the art; and
astill farther developement of that prineiple of the modern sys-
tem which has been at work ever since the refinement of melody
became an object of attention. Bellini (more than any other
author since the time of Mozart) addresses us in the simple, un-
adorned, and unaffected language of feeling and nature; and, so
far from answering the description given in the above quotation,
we venture to affirm that no music written for the stage was ever
more strictly subservient to the sitnation and action of the drama.
In fact, he is one of those rare artists who forget every thing
else, aud throw themselves into the scene with all the fervour and
inspiration of a genuine improvisatore. Hisinstrumentation (per-
haps for that very reason) is not carefully elaborated, like that of
the great Germian composers; his talent did not lie in that depart-
ment ; but it is by no means liable to the objection of being noisy
and obstreperous : on the comtrary, it has frequently been found
fault with for being too gentle and subdued, By persons who did
not advert to'the extreme propriety of this mode of accompani-
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ment,—where, forexample, in the Sonnambula,the contrarywould
havebeen palpablyirreconcilable with thecontinuedsleep in which
the senses of the heroine are absorbed; and in other cases where
it is thinly spread or partially suspended to make room for the
expression and energy of a Rubini, a Grisi, or a Tamburini.
These coperas are not to be examined merely on the face of the
score;—they are not to be scrutinized like a miniature or a ca-
binet picture ;—but to be judged of like a well-painted scene in
the theatre, by their effect upon the audience ; and he who should
detract from their merits, because he had succeeded, upon a near
inspection, in discovering a few theoretical blemishes not discern-
ible to the ear, would in all probability withhold his admiration
from the finest effort of the scenic art until he had found bis way
behind the scenes, and there satisfied himself as to the minuti@ of
the work, and the manner in which the colours were laid on.
There are few of those critics so acute in finding outerrors in black
and white, who would be able to detect them in the course of the
performance. Amidst scenes of deep interest, such as Bellini has
depicted, they are seldom, if ever observable; and where it is
otherwise, it appears to us that we have no more to do with the
original score, than with the paper on which it was written. To
all who could coldly sit out the representation of one of Bellini’s
tender and impassioned operas, insensible to its beauties, unmoved
by its inspiring strains, and intent upon nothing but the technical
errors into which the composer, inthe heat of his fancy, may have
been hurried, we would say, in the often quoted words of Rous-
seau,—*If you are calm and tranquil amidst the ecstasies of this
¢ great art, if you feel no delirium, no transport,—profane not the
¢ sacred shrine of genius with your presence; what can it avail
¢ you o hear what you cannot feel £’

The general eritical observations in which we have indulged
in the preceding pages, have left us no room for the many en-
tertaining details connected with the personal history of mu-
sicians which Mr Hogarth has taken great pains to collect, and
to which he has done ample justice in the narration. The vari-
ous .ircumstances which mark the early rise and developenrent
of musical talent—the ecstasy with which the young enthusiast
drinks in the delicious sounds,—the irrepressible ardour and per-
severance with which he pursues the vocation to which nature
has called him—the proficiency which has sometimes heen attain-
ed in this art, more than in any other, at a period long before the
other faculties are brought to maturity—the habits of composition
of \he great masters, and those peculiarities of disposition and
temperament for which the sons of fancy seem 1o be all more or
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less remarkable—these might well form the groundwork of some
interesting speculations. But we cannot at present do more
than refer to Mr. Hogarth’s work, which will be found highly ac-
ceptable to the general as well as to the musical reader.

Art. IL.—The Arians of the Fourth Century, their doc-
trine, temper,and conduct,chiefly as exhibited intheCouncils
of the Church, between . p. 325, and a. p. 381. By Jonn
Henry Newman, M. A., Fellow of Oriel College. 8vo.
London : 1833.

£ have been induced to notice this work, not for the sake of

U » its merits as a history, which we are not disposed to rate

very highly; but on account of certain doctrines spread over it

which have of late been warmly patronised by a particuliar

school of Churchmen, amongst whom Mr Newman holds a dis-
tinguished place.

In the volume called ¢Tracts for the Times, published
not long ago at Oxford, their peculiar opinions may be found;
though they are perhaps best known practically by their watch-
word, ‘ Apostolical Succession.” Theyare not mere antiquarians
—distinguished only by the number of old -fashioned folios which
they have explored. They are men of our own times—holding
opinions which sway the tone and temper of many a mind at
this day; and wielding an influence whose centre is perhaps to
be placed in our universities, but whose circumference is wide
enough to enclose the remotest corners of the land. Nor let our
readers be surprised to find them pouring forth all their choicest
treasures on so uninviting a subject as the old and bitter contro-
versies which saddened and disgraced bygone days. For Anti-
quity is their idel, and they would rather err with the men of
the fourth century than see the truth with those of the nineteenth.

But we must not at once class them among common Anti-
Reformers and High Churchmen—the genus is a large one,
and possesses many species—somecoarser and mare selfish, others
more refined, and obeying the laws of a sincere though mistaken
conscience. Mr. Newinan and his friends are not swayed by a
gross aitachment to the prelacy or ecclesiastical dominion—theirs
is no profane and vulgar clinging to the temporalities of the
Church ; nor is their intolerance the same with that of a Laud
or an Atterbury. It is but justice to them to say, that their
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views are less worldly, and the objects they aim at of a nobler
character: the worldly power and splendour of the establishment
are less actractive to their ambition than the more real, and to an
educated and thinking man, more precious power of ruling the
minds-and consciences of men. But though they do not share
the feelings, and build their opinions on the same basis with the
great mass of High Churchmen, they contribute perhaps the
most valuable aid of all to the general cause. They are con-
stantly appealed to by the baser sort as splendid proofs that
talent and lofty feeling support the justice of their cause.
Their most distinguishing feature, and that on wbich they
most pride themselves, is the great and almost exclusive promi-
nence which they give to the moral part of our nature, eom-
bined with a sort of hatred of the authority of reason. Thig
is the key-stone of their whole system. They are ever dwellin
on the importance of our moral feelings—they paint, often with
truth and beauty, the excellence of a correct and well-regulated
moral habit; and they show us how the practice of good quickens
the moral sense, till at last it becomes a kind of instinct, shrinking
without effort from the touch of evil, and embracing as akin to
its nature, what is good and true. They tell us, with Bishop
Butler, that the highest perfection of man consist in the unre-
served obedience of the will to the law of good, and to God as
the fountain of all good; and they carefully direct their efforts
to tame and discipline the unruly will of man, and to excite and
cultivate in him a taste and relish for goodness, and a distaste
of evil. So far, nothing can be more justly conceived—nothing
better adapted for the improvement of our being. But in the
method by which they purpose to attain their end, they fall into
very serious errors, that entail consequences of no slight mis-
chief. The wish to stifle, at its first rising, every impulse of re-
bellion in the spirit, and to bring it to that high point of render-
ing the love of good and the horror of evil instinctive, makes
them lay stress upon the cultivation of right habits alone,—to the
disregard, and even to the suppression of all exercise of the rea-
soning faculty. Man’s reason is a sovereign power; it feels itsell
1o be an independent judge, possessed of the right of pronouncing
its own decrees. This at once seems to them a counter autho-
rity to the moral habit;—it questions, examines, and discrimi-
nates, where the other implicitly obeys. Hence the vehemence
with which they proscribe its rule; and the unweacied and even
self-denying labour with which they crush every impulse of cu-
riosity, every desire to think freely, which rises in the soul..
Now all this might hold very well, if we were surrounded with
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est, and in its effects the most ruinous, of its consequences is the
contracting of their minds to value but one, or at least only a
few, forms of good and truth. In the study of history they never
fasten their attention on the intellectual efforts of any great
men or illustrious period. They are never zealous for that
noblest of all its ens, the watching how great principles have
been variously applied in different ages, and have required modi-
fication, and even total alteration, to be capable of maintaining
the same effect on society. But on the contrary, it has been their
delight to trace out one character, one. truth, one form of virtue
only. This they recognise to be of value and none other. And
this one they seldom analyze so diligently as to know wherein its
vitality lies. They embrace it in the lump ;—just as in the case
of those good men whose characters they take for their models,
they suffer their minds to dwell only on those brighter rays which
bave pierced through the gloom of ancient times; and gladly let
their Emltsand weaknessses be lost in the general obscurity. Now
this bondage to one form of good, gives rise to two very grave and
very painful blemishes in the character of these men. It makes
them guilty of obedience to evil, and then of uncharitableness,
Their desire to find patterns of perfect goodness, to the imitation
of which they may surrender themselves without theharassing rest-
lessness, or the dangerous guilt of doubt, begets in them a habit of
fixing their looks on the attractive points only; and of neglecting
and even becoming indifferent to the evil by which all human vir-
tue is accompanied. Hence they use no small ingenuity in dis~
covering traces of beauty and utility in the most minute acts,
and even in the most equivocal measures of their models ; and
when all the rest of the world has become convinced of the worn-
out old age of many an institution, they can still furnish them-
selves, out of its ruins, with the elements of glowing contempla-
tion or more practical usefulness. In this respect they present
a mwost striking contrast to their more common allies, with whom
they are leagued to resist all change. Whilst these last are loud
in the defence of a state of things, from which they derive profit
or worldly dignity, the others rally with the ardour and fond love
of enthusiasts to the succour of that organization with which
their best thoughts, their dearest speculations, and some of their
most elevated feelings, have been associated. Hence they are
never found on the side of mere gross corruption; or of systems
which cannot move the human mind to good. When men of
more enlarged views are asking for modifications, which, chang-
ing only the organic form, preserve the inward spirit, they cling
to the well-known image all the more tenaciously; because the
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er of fancy and association enables them to endow with i
Ft’ywthat which to every one else is become dead and worthl
Thus they resolutely exclude the Dissenters, not ouly [rozn
honours but also from the teaching, of the national universities:
choosingto dwindle down, if needs be, into the teachers of aa xn
sect, rather thas have the associations of the place marred by !
presence of anti-churchmen, and of being daily reminded of |
unwelcome truth, that men may grow in the attainment of kno
Jedge, and moral and spiritual worth, withoutagreeing witka the
on church discipline. And whilst they have conscience emmou,
generously to allow Dissenters to have universities of their ow
where they avow a very inferior education would be received, 1
murmur of reproach rises within their souls as they turn a de
ear to the cry of the country, that those who are raised to o fifict
of trust and power should be trained in the highest teachin
which society has to bestow. Nay, we are not sure that the
would not infinitely rather live as martyrs under the baneful ope-
ration of laws framed by ill-educated and ill-disposed men, thax
lend the smallest aid in training their minds, when young, to a’
things lovely and true, at the sacrifice of wounding one of thei:
favourite contemplations. Finally, in the same spirit too, these
very men have been most forward in the regent successful
attempt to resist the substituting in the room of Subscription to
the Articles, a Declaration which they do not deny to contain its
fullest meaning;—actually calling upon those who find it a snare
to subscribe assertions which they have never thought of, and
often never read, to think obedience better than mental convic-
tion, and then conspicuously and unequivocally to testify this
their persuasion, by using a form of words which common reason
declares to mean one thing, and the church rulers choose to say
means another. The other fault with which we charge them
is that of the most bitter uncharitableness. With much in their
habit of mind most thoroughly opposed fo the spirit of Judaism,
they have not been able to escape from the evil temper which
their blind atfachment to the outward form wrought in the
ancient Jews, What shall we think of one of their chiefs, the
verz apostle of their party, proclaiming lately to the world, that
he knows no more whether a Dissenter can be saved than he can
tell what will become of a Mahomedan or a Hindoo? What
can we think, but that such a man has wellnigh sublimed away
all true feelings of brotherly love ? He has gazed so long on one
object, that his moral vision has become affected with the same
disorder which befals the hodily eye when it has been fixed too
long on a single colour. Surrounding objects have lost their own

e §
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colours, and shine only in unnatural ones. If you appeal to
the lives and holiness of many Dissenters, he will probably fly to
scepticism for shelter ; and will ask you, how you can be sure
that such holiness is not altogether an illusion? He will tell
you that you are begging the question in conceiving holiness to
be possible when found out of the -Episcopal Church. Thus,
they overthrow the foundation of Christianity ; while they so
libel it, that if it were really what they represent it to be, its fall
would be scarcely matter of regret. For what more perilous
and madder scepticism than to doubt whether evident goodness
be what it seems to be,—what viler idolatry and superstition
than to prefer what is formal to what is moral—agreement in
ceremonies to sympathy in holiness ?

Nor will it avail them to answer, as they have done, that they
can hold no fellowship with such as refuse obedience to Christ’s
commands; for who does not re-echo the same sentiment? They
forget the immense distinction between the refusing to do a thing
when we know that Christ commanded it, and the leaviag it un-
done, because we believe he did not ordain it. And melancholy,
indeed, must be the impression left on every candid mind, that
however such personis may profit-in their private meditations,
they are little fitted to promote God’s cause in the world by sym-
pathy with good, however defaced or imperfect it may be;—
that by confining their love to a narrow portion of Christ’s flock,
they must withhold their aid, and their affectionate prayers, from
those whose hearts may be sinking in the struggle against out-
ward and inward sin ;—that they understand and feel little of that
spirit which led Paul to observe the Jewish law himself, and risk
his life in resolutely delivering the Gentiles from it ; and made
him become all things to all men, that he might save some._

Such we conceive to be the principles and temper of mind of
this Theological School, and such are some of the most pernicious
results which have flowed from them. Now, it might seem very
strange and unaccountable, that, while enforcing the obligation
of authority, they should never have perceived that those who
-were the first to lay down principles and rules for the guidance
of their followers, having no model or previous standard of au-~
thority to go by, must have derived them from the suggestions
of that reason which is the birthright of all mankind. There is
no escape from this conclusion, except in the supposition that the
motives of human practice rest on the basis of experience. So
truly empirical and unphilosophical an hypothesis, we believe,
they would repudiate as eagerly as ourselves; but they are saved

by a most fortunate peculiarity in the history of the Church,
YOL. LXIL NO. CXXVIL D .
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Other sciences are of human invention : Christianity is a reve
lation from Heaven. They claim a superhuman origia for their
doctrines. This is their chosen field of battle : here they throw
up their strongest intrenchments, and proudly defy reason to
enter. Our first teachers, say they, received their doctrines from
the fountain of truth itself. When reason lay perplexed and
baffled, they came to her rescue with truths that were not of her
own devising. But so equally exclaim their opponents. The
apostles are enlisted on each side, and victory still inclines to
neither party. Inthis danger, these men fall back on tradition ;
they call upon it to explain what is doubtful in the language of
the inspired apostles—to pour forth her hidden treasures, which
were too precious (o be entrusted to the profane world at large,
and were reserved only for the few. They challenge our obe-
dience—on pain of forfeiting our allegiance to the great Head of
the Church—to that body whom he has appointed to be his re-
presentative, and to declare his will to man. On the strength of
this argument they ruled triumphantly for many ages; but in
respect of it, they have made one, and only one, but that so fatal
a mistake, that it has destroyed its sirength for ever. That mis-
take was the Reformation. During centuries of undisputed
sway, this privileged class,—these depositaries.of the keys of reli-
gion,—so disgusted the feelings of men by their vices and worldly-
mindedness,—so insulted their understandings by the vast pile of
senseless tradition, which they covered with the broad shield of
apostolical authority, and did such violence to the strongest and
best impulses of our nature by forbidding men to think, except
in such forms as they prescribed,—that the patience of meek and
servile nations could endure no longer. In the terrible day of
battle against the hosts of authority and power, men fled to their
only but long despised protector, and they found it a tower of
strength. The Reformation was achieved in the name and by
the authority of Reason. It appealed from the Church to com~
mon sense, for the interpretation of Scripture. It asserted, and
for ever established the right of every man to judge and decide
for himself, what Scripturé reveals and requires. - But it also ex-
posed the English Church to the double danger of either losing
the obedience of the people, or compromising the principles on
which she exacted it. In this strait, she wisely and rightly
sacrli]ﬁced her former litle, and chose the cause of liberty and
truth.

But as soon as the peril was over, she straightway set herself
to repair the breach, by which she had stormed the stronghold
of Catholicism. She strove to wrest from the people the very
weapon to which she had owed her victory : she laid the founda-~
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tions, if not of scriplural exposition, yet of ecclesiastical supre-
macy, on the basis of authority. Her clergy could no longer
demand obedience as the officers of that great saciety, which was
independent of all temporal government, aud bad made Rome
the capital of a spiritual kingdom, comprising most of the na-
tions of Europe. They could no longer proclaim, that those
who separated themselves from them tore asunder their connee-
tion with the one great community of Christendom, apd were
thus shut out from the kingdom of God, Yet the political cha-
racter of the Reformation, in Epgland, which prevented the
breaking up of the establishment, kept alive the feeling, both in
the clergy and the 'Feople, that the title of religions government
was not altered. The same persons, to & great extent, remained
the spiritual pastors of the nation; the whale strueture of the
hierarchy was retained. Ahuses, it was vepresented, had been
remedied, but the essence was still the same. Tbis impression
was further promoted by the close alliance which the Church
now entered into with the King. The executive functions only
seemed transferred {rom the Pope to the King : the relation of
the clergy to the people was preserved in all its integrity. The
clergy preached the indefeasible right of kings, and the duty of
passive obedience; and the royal power was willing to receive
the blessing and sanction of religion, as of something superior to
itself. By this alliance the Church secured one most important
advantage. It masked the true character of its title. Its imme-
diate dependence on the King, and uot on the whole Legislature,
prevented men from clearly seeing that it was entirely the off-
spring and creature of the State—the first and best of its institu-~
tions, but still originally established by, and exercising powers
derived solely from the State. The constant and despotical
jurisdiction which the King was ever exerting in the discipline,
ritual, and other matters of the Church, scaused people to over~
look the fact, that this very power was bestowed on the sovereign
by the great conncil of the nation,—that the Profestant Church
was called into existence by act of Parliament~—and that bills
affecting the Church in every respect were constantly discussed
and passed in Parliament.

Tl':ns the clergy, with the help of the royal power, have been
plotting ever since, a counter-revolution, They would have
gladly suppressed all recollgctian of the Reformation ;—they would

ave men absiain from scrutinizing too miputely the mode snd
principles of that great reyolution. They endeavoured o persuade
us (o link on Protestant Episcopacy to Catholicism—purified, in-
deed, by a violent and irregular convulsion; but, afier the parex-
yom of the fit was over, still remaining essentially the same bady.
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But, presently, the rude shock of Puritanism and Dissent assailed
the Church; and it became necessary to repair her ruined works,
ifshe would maintain her position. Two systems of defence
only could be resorted to. Either, with Hooker, they must
identify the church with the state, and rest the rights of the
clergy on the will and enactment of the whole society; or, with
Mr. Newman, they must set up the higher and independent ap-
pointment contained in ¢ Apostolical succession.” The former of
these lines of defence is impregnable; it can only be broken
through when the society itself is dissolved. But, though the true
one, it found nofavour in theeyes of churchmen. With much of the
form of Catholicism, the Church of England retained a large
portion of its spirit; and nothing could be more thoroughly con-
tradictory to that spirit, than that those who had claimed kings
and princes for their subjects should now hold their offices on the
tenure of the will of the general government, and exercise these
powers as trusts delegated to them by an earthly authority. The
other theory, therefore, was loudly and eagerly proclaimed; and,
at the same time, it found in the ceremony og ordination a very
ready means of spreading and perpetuating the delusion. The im-
position of hands, in that solemn rite, easily led the imagination to
believe that it conveyed a more sacred and a superior sanction
than any which the state had to bestow. It carried the mind,
with a feeling of respect and awe, through the long line of God's
ministers, up to the appointment of the first bishops by the hands
of God’s inspired messengers. In this association lies the main
strength of the party. But wise and good men in England, who
* do not hold ¢ Apostolical succession,’ may yet claim a share of
its influence. They may be Episcopalians; as thinking,
amongst other reasons, that Episcopacy is the most ancient
form of church government; and as such fills the mind with noble
recollections of greatness and goodness, whose influence none
who know human nature can ever despise. But they are Epis-
oopalians, not in obedience to any apostolic command, but because
the Legislature of England has chosen to adopt that system of
ecclesiastical polity ; and because they acquiesce in the wisdom of
the reasons which guided its choice. For what else is the much
talked of ¢ Apostolical succession,’ but a vain attempt to suppress
the great fact established by the Reformation ; and to blind men
against seeing, that the Reformation settled the same great truth
in ecclesiastical, which the Revolution of 1688 did in civil affairs?
These two decisive acts of interference, by the whole nation, with
the established order of things, have alike proclaimed that every
society is supreme over all human affairs, and possesses both the
right and the power to create, modify, or abolish all offices and




1836: Newman's History of the Arians, 58

institutions whatsoever. For, to say that the clergy, after their
rights, their internal government, nay, even their fajth and their
doctrines have been altered or prescribed by act of Parliament,
still command obedience by virtue of having received imposition
of hands from Catholic priests, is as absurd as to say that the
successors of James 11. were entitled to the allegianeg,of Eng-
lishmen, because Mary belonged to the royal family ; or-because
William, like his predecessors, had been anointed by an arch- .
bishop at his coronation. o
The Roman. Catholics,. indeed, are perfectly consistent-and
intelligible in the theory which they support. They tell us that
the clergy are a self-electing corporation, endowed with qualifi-
cations for the pastoral office which can be found ao where out of
its pale. . ‘They claim a peculiar and perpetual gift, exclusively
appropriated to this corporation : namely, such a measure of inspi- .
ration as shall enablethem to pronounce infallibly what is Christian _
truth.  This, indeed, would be a good and satisfactory reason for
constituting such persons exclusively our spiritual teachers : the
inference is perfectly just, if ever the premiss assumed is granted. .
But that premiss the Reformation has declared to be false. It pro-
claimed the unsoundness of many of the doctrines taught by these )
Episcopally ordained teachers; and that, as we have said before,
upon the authority of reason alone. Thus infallibility falls to the
ground; and thus ‘Apostolical succession’ becomes a mere lifeless
form.. For, as Dr Arnold has well shown, the clergy cannot be
priests, because Christianity knows but of one ; nor can they be
governors, because the laws of England have taken away all go-
vernment from them; nor are they infallible, because the Refor-
mation has rejected their teaching as-wrong : and if they are not
priests, nor governors, nor infallible, what is the substantial faculty
or privilege conveyed by ordination? There remains only one
possible supposition more; namely, that our Lord enjoined this
form of appointment for all those who were 1o ministerin the word.
Now, it is never pretended, that the Scriptures expressly declare
the imposition of hands to beindispensable for the constituting of a
minister. Inits strongest form, the argument asserts only thatsuch
ordination was the universal practice in the apostolical times;
and has been continually, though not exclusively,. practised
in the Christian church. 'We do not need such a sanction to feel
assured that Christ will bless those who are charged with the
office of providing for the spiritual interests of men. And so.
scems the Church of England to have thought, when it com-
aissioned laymen to perform the duties of the clergy, in any
parish where no ordained minister was to be found. Nor canit.
ever be proved thata form in itself indifferent, and containjng no_




54 Newmavn'’s Hisiory of the Arians. April,

intrinsio moral reason for its being continued at all times, is of
perinanent obligation, unless explicitly enjoined by God himself.
I the case of the only two such forms retained by Protestants,
we have the clearest command of Christ himself; but no where
are wetold that all churches must maintain Episcopal ordination.
No one ever doubts that the Republic of America has an equally
religious fight to the obedience of every Christian in the United
States, as the Emperor of Russia has to that of his Christian
serfs. Nor would the French Republic, once established, have
been unable to claim submission in the name of religion, because
it had overthrown the most ancient line of kings in Europe.
Every one knows that the legitimacy of a government is not to
be measured by its being of one particular form; but by its ful-
filling the purposes for which all government was instituted. In
the same manner, precisely, we maintain, that the title of a system
of church government does not depend on its resemblance to that
which prevailed in apostolical times; but on its realizing, under
the circumstances in which it may be placed, those great ends
for the sake of which all Christian communities have been
anxious to have some form of church government. In both
cases, the ends alone have been pointed out by God ; the means
he has left to the choice of men.

Mr. Newman seems well aware of the force of what precedes;
for his work is & covert attempt to come back to the strong
ground of the Catholics; and to set up a claim of peculiar an
distinct qualification imparted to the El;ﬁsoopalian urch. He
no where, indeed, discusses the question of ¢ Apostolical succes-
¢sion;’ but he lays an admirable foundation fot it, by leaving on the
minds of his readers the impression that the cl!nrch, and the
ordained clergy, were the same; by enforcing the authority of
councils, in which bishops alone sat, to declare the truth; and
above all, by constantly appealing, not to an interpretation of
Scripture founded only on common sense, but to the hidden and
esoteric meaning, of which he represents the bishops and clergy to
be the sole depositaries. He treats of times when the priestly
character of the clergy began to be strongly developed ; and his
delight is to paint the bishops as they then were,~-dispensers of
oracles to people aiready much infected with superstition, and
rulers of the Christian society. But especially does he exult in
his love for the Church of Alexandria, of which he may well be
reckoned a disciple. Their contemplative mysticlsm—their alle-
gorical philosophy—their gradnated scale of Christians—their
hidden mysteries for the perfect—their catechetioal school for
novites, are fondly and enthusiasticaly described. No other pe-
riod of past history presented so fair an occasion of illustrating
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the predominance of authority—no where else has authorit
been supported by such real claims to respect, or misled by fewer
worldly motives—at least before the time of Athanasivs. In
Athanasius, indeed, the mystic turned persecutor. Submission
and childlike obedience were no longer claimed as due to eloquence
and piety, and hidden stores of wisdom. They were more effect-
ually enforced by the sword. But this new feature does not alter
Mr Newman’s attachment to the Alexandrian church : like all
fanatics he is quite ready to execute judgment on such as are
so wilfully blinded as not to think as he does. ’

This partiality for the Alexandrian fathers, Mr Newman has
betrayed at the very beginning of his book. He cannot endure
for a moment the commeon opinion, that the odious heresy of
Ariussprung from Alexandria. The church, where the secret mys-
teries were most carefully unfolded, and the most renowned teach-
ers of authority exerted their full force in training up the religious
habits of their flock, must, at all ventures, be vindicated from the
guilt of having given birth to a sect, so noted for the boldness
and inquisitiveness of its reasonings. Hence Paul of Samosata,
and the proselyte Lucius, are called up from the middle of Asia
to stand sponsors to Arius—though Mr Newman, after having
raked together allhe can find about these men, is obliged to con-
tent himself with calling them founders of a sophistical school,
rather than of a religious sect. He finds, too, that nine out of
thirteen of the bishops who supported Arius at Nicza, came from
the patriarchate of Antioch. But how could this be otherwise,
when the council was composed almost exclusively of Syrian
bishops? And even were this not so, we might not choose, like
Mr Newman, to take up the views and feelings of Athanasius;
and set down all for Arians who were not} of the Alexandrian
party. Mr Newman in all this matter is a partisan, and not an
historian. He says nothing here of Origen, and his determined
opposition to the Athanasian formula; nor of Dionysius, who was
charged by his own flock with having denied the consubstantia-
lity of the Son. Yet these were Alexandrians, and are known to
have held opinions that sounded like, if they were not identical
with, those of Arius. Mr Newman has no inclination to enquire
whether these doctrines, either from being misunderstood, or in
any other way, could have been the logical and historical prede-
cessors of the Arians; for that would bring out an Alexandrian
origin,—a thing not to be thought of. It is at once shorter, and
easier, with the Athanasians, to lay all the credit of this monstrous
birth on the unknown opinions of the Syrian Paul and Lucius.

Baut, after all, the field of investigation must be enlarged. It iy
comparalively insignificant to enquire whether Antioch or Alex-"
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andria gave birth to Arianism; or whether Paul of Samosata or
Dionysius was the first to teach the Arian doctrine. We cannot
content. ourselves with so superficial a cause as the mode of think-
ing of a single bishop; or even the metaphysical but unimpas-
sioned skill of the schools of sophistry. No man has ever become
great otherwise than by seiziog and developing elements already
pre-existent in the individual mind or in society: it is only in the
first knowing the value of,and giving active effect to, truths which
other men possessed in obscure consciousness, that his greatness
and his command of the ready obedience of his fellow men really
consist.

We must, then, endeavour to ascertain what there was in the
doctrine of Arianism itself, and what in the social and intellectual
state of the times in which it flourished, which could invest a
speculative doctrine with such practical importance. We must
enquire whether any peculiar feature charagterised the questions
debated among Christians during the third and two following
centuries. Now did the Christian doctrine present itself in the
same form then as in the two first centuries of the church? Un-
less we are mistaken, we fancy we can discern a broad and well
delined difference.

The doctrines of the Gospel, among the early Christians, were
considered in their bearing on the spiritual regeneration of man.
The confirmation of the main points of natural religion, man’s
alicnation from God, the means of recovery through Christ, and
the awakening of an inward spiritual life, were for them the great
objects of consideration. Their spirits had been quickened to an
inward communion with God; and in the morning of this their
spiritual life, they felt the joys of a new and elevated being;
whilst the assaults of persecution left them no leisure for any
thing save the realizing of these glorions truths. Their martyrs
and confessors enforced Christianity as a practical system against
heathenism; and were too busy with the strife against outward
foes to be able to turn their thoughts within, and enquire into the
connexion of the whole system of Christian doctrine.

But presently peace was won, and the truth of the Gospel esta-
blished throughout the world. The whole range of human know-
ledge then became essentially modified by its revelations; and in
each new developement of the human mind the Christian faith
entered as a primary element, or at least as a new starting point
for future progress. This reaction of all active thought upon
Christianity was also fostered by an external circumstance of the
highest moment. The iron despotism of the Roman government,
and the moral helplessness of a slavish and often distressed popu-
lation, had well nigh extinguished all intellectual life among men.:
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But God has never suffered evil utterly to crush the faculties and
instincts of man. A powerful refuge was raised up in Christianity,
for freedom of thought, then nearly expiring; and men of nobler
mould, who were cut off from mental activityin the ordinary pur-
suits of life, fled to save themselves from intellectual death with-
in the Christian pale. . Without, all was torpid, servile, dead;
within, mental vigour and moral energy wrought in full force. The
elevating power of their faith had. triumphantly sustained the
moral natures of the Christian martyrs against the terrors of des-
potism; and when intellectual independence had perished within
the political association, a new society sprung up by its side, des-
tined to vindicate the freedom of the human mind. :

. While, then, the cause of man’s moral nature, still required the
daily sacrifice of the blood of heroes to secure the safety of his
spiritual life, there was no time, no inclination for speculative
enquiries. But God’s servants were not thus always to be tried;
and Christianity contained in itself the germ of a much wider
developement. For, whilst it can adapt itself to every stage of
society, and even in the lowest can provide for the most essential
wants of our moral nature, it still calls forth the exercise of every
oone of our faculties; and has ever proved itself the most powerful
instrument for the civilisation of mankind. Hence, as soon as
the Christans ceased to battle for their lives, they were irresisti-
bly impelled into a course of progressive developement. Chris-

 tianity was an epoch not only in religon, but also in philosophy.

Many of its simple facts were decisive solutions of much disputed’
problems; and its chiefdoctrines, few and simple as they are, laid
the solid basis of a vast superstructure of knowledge. The decla-
ration of him who knew what was in man, on some of the deepest
questions connected with our nature, made men eager to study
the Christian scheme in all its bearings; and, comparing it with
past and present experience, thus in a manner to reconstruct their
knowledge. Nor is the genius of Christianity averse to the in-
ward acting of man’s mind upon himself. Undoubtelly it pre-
scribes limits to the searching scrutiny of reason; but these very
limits reason alone can determine from the word of God; and
would itself be the first to condemn those who wander beyond
them. Theguilt of such presumption does not lie in the vigorous
exercise of the intellect; but in the vain effort to establish con-
clusions where no premises have been granted. Hence a healthy
moral tone is most necessary for the right use of our thinking fa-
culties; because its almost instinctive impulses can alone restrain
our curiosity within the legitimate inferences from those facts,
which our inward and outward senses supply, as.a basis for oup
rcasoning.  Right reason, therefore, ag well as religion, forbids




58 Newman’s History of the Arians. April,

such idle speculations. But on the other hand, the [ree spirit of
genuine CK:islianity encourages the most ample use of our rea-
soning powers Neither in respect to his intellectual or his moral
nature does it transform man at once into a perfected being. It
furnishes him only with a fewleading principles in both ; and calls
upon him to fulfll his earthly calling by keeping up constant and
progressive improvement of mind and spirit.
' ow, what was the distinguishing feature of the Christian
society when persecution ceased to impede its course? What
but a strong and sustained effort to draw from revelation philoso-
phical answers to the great questions of man’s moral being ? The
subjects on which Christians wrote and Councils debated, em-
braced the chief questions of moral philosophy. What was the
Alexandrian Church—where flourished the most active minds of
the day—but a school of moral philosophy P Of what did Cle-
ment and Origen write and teach, but of the great doctrines of
the ereation, and of the existence and nature of God ? To
what do the heresies of Praxeas, of Paul of Samosata, of Noe-
tis, of Sabellius, relate, but the reconciliation of the Chris-
tian views of God with those previously suggested by man’s
moral nature? What do Mani and Pelagius speak of but the
deepest questions in morals? What is Gnosticism—then so
widely spread—but an entire structure of moral philosophy?
Every where we observe the human mind pressing to explore
anew these great questions with the aid of Christian light;
every where we see the new point of view which Christianity
introduced. Now, this character of the literary theology of the
age, explains the rise, or rather the existence, of the Arian and
other heresies. They are the genuine offspring of the peculiar
form of mental developement at that day. An eagerness pre-
valled to reduce to system the detached revelations respecting
the Deity scattered over Scripture; whilst the peculiar manner
in which the Father, Son, and Spirit are there represented, in-
creased the number of attempts fo arrive at some compact and
consistent system. The character of the revelation is wholly
practical, and in no way metaphysical. Hence the philosophical
difficulties that occur, in putting Scripture together, remained to
be answered; and hence the manilold and vain attempts in
every country, and in every part of That period, to frame a satis-
factory metaphysical theory. Most superficial, therefore, is Mr
Newman’s attempt to make Arlanism the creation of Paul of
Samosata, or of Arius. It is the legitimate child of the prevail-
ing temper of the time; and the particular Arian solution of the
difficulties of the Trinity could not fail to be called forth, whe-
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ther Paul had belonged to Antioch or Alexandria, or whether he
or Arius had never lived at all.

But why then does Arianism fill so much larger a place in
history than other heresies? How was it that this storm agi-
tated the whole Christian world,—barbarian and civilized alike;
so that the effects of the commotion are even felt at the present
day? Because church questions had become matter of politics.
The Christian society had entered into a new relation towards
the Government. 'When Christianity was made the religion of
the State, a new element was introduced into ecclesiastical dis-
cussions. Other interests besides those of pure religious truth
came into play. Up to this period synods of bishops, uninflu-
enced by political feelings, had decided doctrinal disputes. Ex-
commuincationhad been their enly punishment; whilst refractory
sects were looked on as mere varieties of heathenism. But its
intellectual vigour soon rendered the Christian soclety a real
substantive power in the State. It was the only living thinking
society in the world; and, as such, the most powerful body in
the empire. Whoever wielded its force was master of the state.
The adoption of Christianity by Constantine is nothing else than
the State being absorbed in the Church. Politics and Church
matter became nearly synonymous. Then came 'the debasing
influence of worldly motives ; ecclesiastical sentences enforced
by the sword ; a religious court party showering down bishop-
rics on its friends, and deposing its foes. Thus the very intel-
lectual life which had exalted the Christian society became the
means of its corruption. It was profaned into the debating
ground of politics. Bishops were often seen at councils voting
the creed of the emperor to be orthodox; and then hurrying
home to seize every opportunity of retracting their confession.
Nor could the decrees of Councils any longer restore peace; for
a defeated party, instead of yielding to the general sense of the
Christian society, or renouncing their connexion with it, endea- -
voured, and too often successfully, to regain the ascendancy by
means of the influence of the court. Thus, the spirit of resist-
ance was kept alive; and agitation and intrigue were ever busy,
whilst the prospect of civil and clerical advancement depended on
a Christian’s dogmatical opinion on some theoretical point. We
conclude, then, that the necessary and progressive developement
of the human mind, resulting from the new truths Christianit
had established, or the modification it had given to old ones, antfy,
in the next place, the interference of a foreign and worldly
power in the deliberations of religion, were the real and active
causes of the Arian and other controversies. ’

Mr Newman reviews at great length, the character of the
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Church of Alexandria. Alexandria was at this time the chief
seat of philosophy in the world : it had given birth to a new and
much celebrated sect. Even the Jews had caught the infection,
and, with Philo, had tried to make a fusion of Judaism and Pla-
tonism. The Christian writers also are strongly tainted with -
the prevailing literary character; and professedly sought to re-
present Christianity in a form suited to the philosophical spirit
of the age. It is impossible to form a right judgment of the
Alexandrian Christians without enquiring into their contempo-
raneous history. Mr Newman most blamably neglects to do
this. He assumes, throughout his long account, that the sys-
tem of the Alexandrian fathers proceeded from an independent,
unbiassed conviction. He makes no allowance for the influence
of the literature that surrounded them; but at once identifying
their system with that of the earlier church, proceeds to explain
it asif it were the only true and legitimate one. This is a most
serious fault in any man who professes (0 be a historian. It ne-
cessarily condemns him either of gross pactiality for his previously
formed opinions, or else of great incapacity. ) .

The next point upon which Mr Newman comments is the
distinction between exoteric and esoteric doctrine. Strange
to say, he does not drop the least hint that this classification of
truths prevailed without, and even previously to, the existence
of the Alexandrian Church. He looks upon it as a mere Chris-
tian practice, and as such illustrates it from Scripture. Is it
that Mr Newman is ignorant that Plato, as well as many other
Greek philosophers, had thus divided their doctrines? Oris it
rather, thatitdoes not suit his purpose to let his readers see how
much influence heathen literature had on the developement of
Christian doctrine? We protest against such unfairness, as en-
trapping persons into the belief of a notion which is utterly op-
posed to the true spirit of Christ’s religion; and which never
sprung up from it as from its own native soil, but was trans-
planted into it by those very Alexandrian doctors, from the do-
main of Pagan philosophy.  Plato has proclaimed the spiritual
perception of the inner meaning, hidden under the outward form
which was the privilege of the philosopher; and in the first cen-
turies after Christ, in the celebrated school of the Neoplatoni-
cians, there was no tenet so favoured,—so fundamentally essential
to their system,—as the elevating of the intellectual life, the
inward contemplation of the learned, above the outward views
of the uneducated man. This notion of an esoteric doctrine soon
passed from the purely heathen, and the half Jewish school of
Philo, into that system which tried to philosophize Christianity.
the distinction between faith and knowledge, the common, mo--
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ral, and the intellectual life, forms the very basis of Gnosticism.
Hence arose the obvious wish of the Christian teachers,—on the
one hand, to enforce the essential distinction between the prac-
tical and moral nature of Christianity, and the mere intellectuality
of the Gnostics,—on the other, to represent the Christian faith to
the learned as something more than a mere popular system of
rewards and punishments: and this seems to have been the ob-
ject also of the catechetical school. : )

The theological system, then, of the Alexandrian Church is
not a self-originated Christian system; but exactly the form of
teaching which men educated in the prevailing philosophy, and
wriling to such philosophers, would be likely to adopt. That it
admitted esoterical doctrines is no proof that they belonged to

_the essence of Christianity. It ‘must itself be judged by the

only absolute standard of truth—the Scriptures. Taking these
for our rule, we cannot doubt that there was much truth in the
importance which Clement atlaches to an enlightened know-
ledge of Christianity; as also, in his description of the richer
fulness of comprehension, which is the reward of a Christian who
has had the advantage of a careful mental cultivation, and a long -
course of philosophical and moral training. But the notion that
certain truths are reserved as the privilege of certain classes of
Christians—so that one class of God’s children shall be distin-
guished from another by the possession of certain objects of
contemplation which are withheld from the others—is a doctrine
utterly at variance with the simplicity of the Christian faith, and
with the common brotherhood and communion of all the mem-
bers of Christ’s body. Christianity knows no such difference of
higher ‘and lower truths—of ‘whole and semi-Christians; it has
no peculiar and exclusive food for the sustenance of more privi-
leged believers. There is no Christian who need think himself
excluded from anydoctrine, because, to use Mr Newman’s phrase,
he s not of sufficiently ‘long standing;’ whilst, on the other hand,
the most advanced Christian, at various seasons of his course,
requires the application of various truths to his soul, according
as his spiritual condition is prone to oune error or another.. The
confusion of these two distinct things,—namely, the division of
Christian doctrine into two separate portions,—the one reserved
for perfect and the other for imperfect Christians, and the dif-
ferent degress of nourishment which any particular individual
may extract from Christian truth, pervades the whole of Mr
Newman’s statement. Let us take his own instance—the
doctrine of the atonement. This great fact may impress many
most important lessons upon our minds. At one time it may
warm our hearts with the love of Christ—at anotber it may
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humble us with a sense of our guilt. But instead of sayimg,
with Mr Newman, that the doctrine of the alonement, as onee
made upon the cross, and commemorated and approprialed in the
eucharist, is the exclusive possession of the serious and practised
Christian; we maintain that he is no Christian at all, who does
not know and feel, that he has been redeemed by the blood of
Christ, and who does not live in an abiding communion with his
risen Saviour, not at particular stages, but throughout the whole
course of his life.

But Mr Newman goes further. He describes the eucharist
not only as a ceremony, whose import the veteran Christian
alone can understand, but ‘as a reward of habitual piety.’ A
falser view of the communion, we confess, we never heard from a
Protestant clergyman. This sacrament is nothisg more than a
simple manifestation of that inward communion which all Chris-
tians maintain with the Head of the church, and each other. It
is founded on a deep knowledge of the constitution of our na-
ture ;—aiming at the quickening of our inward feelings by the help
of the senses. It is a commemoration of the Lord’s death, open
to all who feel that Christ died for them ; and he who does not
feel this is not an imperfect Christian, but no Christian at all,
True to the spirit of the religion of which it is a symbol, it pro-
vides food for the spiritual wants of every Christian,—inviting all,
and forbidding none who can say, ‘Lord, I believe; help thou
‘mine unbelief.’ To withhold it from any such trembling, and, as
Mr Newman would say, imperfect believers, seems 1o us little
short of an impious limitation of our Lord’s most gracious de-
sign; and if we are to administer it to such weak beginmers in
the [aith, what becomes of the notion that it is the exclusive
ﬁrivilege of the practised Christian? We should be glad to

now how Mr Newman explains the breaking of bread to those
still young converts who were brought over to Christianity im-
mediately afler the manifestation of the Spirit. Are we to sup-
pose that the apostles instituted an enquiry ioto the previous
moral character of their converts, and distributed the memorials
of the Lord’s death to those who proved satisfactorily their past
good lives? 'What are we to think, too, of the advance in moral
principle, or the habitual piety of many of the members of the
Corinthian Church? Nay, why did not' our Lord himself give
us any hint of such a restriction to his gracious bounty? And
who shall dare to say that any child of Adam, in whase heart
but one single spark of true love to Christ burns, however faintly,
shall be forbidden from remembering his dead and risen Saviour
in communion with his brethren ? '

But not ouly is the eucharist, but so also is every portian of
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God's revealed truth necessary, for the healthy progress in all
its stages, of the great work of man’s regeneration. And we be-
lieve we have Clement on our side, in spite of Mr Newman’s in-
correct account of his views. The perfect Christian, according
to Clement, is distinguished from the ordinary one, by a deeper
insight into the meaning of God’s word, and a more ready and
scientific power of explaining it. But this holds good in every
branch of science. The more learned a man is, the more ably
and accurately will he be able to unfold the truths taught by any
branch of knowledge. Yet no one ever dreamt of such a piece
of mystification as an esoteric doctrine in politics, in history, or in
morals, Throughout his ethics, Aristotle appeals to the decision
of the good man, as the basis of a right judgment;—not because
he has studied different facts from those which are open to any
other man, but because, by a better preparation, he has arrived at
a fuller understanding of their meaning. Undoubtedly a part
of this preparation is a moral sense within ; but this moral sense
is necessary for all moral truth, and so cannot serve as a founda-
tion for a division of it. The more diligently a man’s moral
feeling is cultivated, the richer will be the sustenance he will
draw [rom the divine word ; only he will not have more doctrines
revealed to him, but the inward power of those already before
him more deeply felt and appreciated.

Mr Newman then appeals to Scripture. 'We regret we have
not room to follow him there; for nothing would be easier than
to show that in neither the Corinthians nor Hebrews are we told
that the doctrines of the Gospel are to be learned, some at amn
earlier, others at a later stage of man’s regeneration—but that
this great work is progressive—that the Christian must be ever
rising to a higher spirituality—that at no period of our earthly
pilgrimage are we completely good,—but that the truth is like a
leaven, which gradually swells and pervades the whole mass;
and that we are to be more and more transformed into Christ’s
image from glory to glory. 1f Mr Newman is right, are we to
consider what Paul calls the mystery of the admission of the Gen-
tiles into the Christian Church, an esoteric doctrine, because
many Jewish Christians, and even several churches, were unable
to receive it ? Are we to suppose that the abolition of the Mosaic
ritual was taught ¢ secretly and as a reward,’ to those at Jeru-
salem who had proved themselves to be ¢habitual Christians ?’
And, as the same truth would be esoteric to the Jewish Church,
and exoteric to the Galatian, must we conclude that every mem-
ber of the Galatian Church was more spiritually minded than
any member of the mother church in Judea? How are we to
escape from so absurd a conclusion ? In & word, according to
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this theory, every improvement which Christianity wrought,
would at its first appearance be turned into an esoteric doctrine.
But Mr Newman brings forward his last reserve in the cate-
chetical school. Now, we have no precise information aboutits
origin and character. It seems most probable that it arose from
the necessity of giving a more systematic instruction to the con-
verts in so learned and civilised a place as Alexandria. But this
was not its only use. The example of the churches of Coriatt
and Galatia prove but too clearly how soon, in spite of the dar-
gers which hung over the infant society, men still thoroughly
imbued with the Pagan sensuality, in which they had passed therr
lives, found their way into it. The apostles and first teachers
had no leisure to prepare their converts beforehand for the re-
ception of Christianity. Such as confessed their sins,and owned
the Lord Jesus, were forthwith received into the church. The
rapid growth of the church after the day of Pentecost fully con-
firms this fact. Bat after a while the offence of the cross ceasel
—largenumbers prayed for admission; andsome preparation ws
indispensable to protect the church from being overwhelmed b
a crowd of gross and carnally minded Pagans. The Cateche
mens would naturally be instructed in the first principles of reii-
gon. The one true God, the resurrection, and other Scripture
doctrimes, were new facts to thebeathen ; and until they were firml
embraced, all entrance of Christianity into the soul was impos
sible. Accordingly, the Catechumens were not baptized,—a fact
‘which alone plainly shows that no distinction of doctrines amongs
Christians was here thought of; but that the school was intended
as a preparation for Christianity, into which the converts wer
admitted the first time by baptism. We do not, however, den
that the Alexandrian teachers were disposed to separate tn
' ~ 1+ and kmowledge; only we maintain that the
more than the ever recurring differences between =
d experienced Christian, and an ordinary one; ani
m under which they represent this distinction wis
om the prevailing philosophy of the time, for th
¢ of conciiating the more learned of the heathen.
r time it is intended to serve a very different pur-
he corner stone of ¢ Apostolical succession.” No better
| be devised for believing in the existence of an order
m the fact, could it be proved, that certain portion:
truth were separated off from the general use of all
nd reserved as a reward and privilege for a few. In
peculiar order would be necessary to take charge of
And mysterious doctrines, who should be judges also
a8 to whom they might be intrested. For without
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such an order of guardians, they might lapse into the hands of
the whole mass of Christians; and as every one then would think
himselffit to enjoy them, they would at once cease o be esoterical,
and would become as profane and common as the rest. Hence,
in maintaining this distinction, Mr Newman is fighting the bat-
tle of a priesthood. And this is confirmed by the pains he takes
to illustrate the ‘disciplina arcani;’ which is done so carefully,
that were we unaquainted with his name and profession, we
should be led to infer that the author of the work before us'wasa
Papist. . At least, the upholding a secret instruction, and the
need of the teaching of the church as a key to the collection of
passages which relate to the mysteries of the gospel, looks ex-
tremely Popish. We beg to refer Mr Newman to Archbishop
Whateley’s admirable exposition of the use of the term mystery
in Scripture ; for Christianity has no mysteries whatever in Mr
Newman’s sense of the word,—that is, doctrines which only the
initiated can understand. -There are, it is true, doctrines which
are but partially revealed and explained; but these the highest
Christian can no more fathom than the lowest. '
As to the secret teaching of the church—we might ask, who
represents the church? Is it the opinion of any single teacher,
or of the majority of teachers ? If the latter, on what ground do
we set up the Protestant minority against the Catholic majority?
And what are we to do when different teachers, and still worse,
when different churches disagree? This was no uncommon case,
and must cause an honest student no slight embarrassment. .To
us, it seems the doctrine of Prolestantism, that the history of
Christianily, and the views entertained by men placed uunder
various circumstances of Christian doctrine, are a most valuable
record and assistance for the understanding it ourselves ; but they
have only an historical, and not an authoritative value. We
know that amongst the early Christians, amidst much error, the
essence of Christianity existed ; and we cannot but derive truly
valuable instruction from observing the effects which its principles
wrought in them, as well as in all other ages since the Christian
era : but it were to deny that the Scriptures is a perfect rule,—to
impugn its all-sufficiency for salvation,—were we to set up, on a
level with it, any authority whether of tradition or otherwise.
Nay, itisonly by the help of Scripture that we are able to select
part_of the traditions of the early Christians as true, and to reject
the remainder as false. For as there is no church or individual
who does not share in human fallibility, it is only by the light of
Scriplure, such as it shines on every man’s understanding, that
cither we or the early Christians can or could discern what is to

be bound, or what unloosed. Most justly did Cyprian declare
VOL. LXI. NO. CXXVII E
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against the appeal of Stephanus to tradition, that ¢ we are neot to
¢ be governed by custom but overcome by reasoning.’ Tradition
of every kind is nothing more than the historical record of fallible
though Christian men; and whoever would vemerate it, as any
thing higher, destroys the very bulwark of Protestantism,—sets
truth afloat on a troubled sea where it can find no haven, and
imposes a task of discriminating it from error, far more difficult
than if the sacred volume had come down to us unaccompanied by
a single historical association.

Mr Newman, however, allows that ¢ Apostolical succession’ has
boen interrupted ; but that the loss is of little consequence to us
now, as we have been provided, by the foresight of the Fathers,
with an excellent substitute for it in Creeds. He evidently thinks
that it would have been much better to have gone on without
Creeds. We are of the same opinion, but not exactly for the
same reasons. According to his account, ¢the mysteries were
¢ dispensed by the Church to the primitive Christians, not as a
¢ test, but as a favour and a privilege; and so creeds were unne-
¢ cessary, because Christians enjoyed the superior advantages
¢ of tradition to explain the Bible, which otherwise was scarcely
¢ more than a sealed book. They. possessed also too muth pious
¢ reverence and sensitiveness to allow the solemn truths of reli-
¢ gion to be subjected to the hard gaze of the multitude, or even
‘ to express in writing what is not only preached to the mixed
* crowds who frequent our churches, but circulated in print
¢ among all ranks and classes of the profane and unclean.” This
representation of truth as a favour, and privilege, is built on the
Platonic, and most mistaken notion, that man’s perfection and
happiness consist in intellectual contemplation; and that conse-
quently the Christian doctrines are so many beautiful theories
destined for the enjoyment of those whose minds have been
trained to such sublime contemplations. Nothing can be falser
than this. Christianreveldtion is entirely practical ; andabsolutely
nothing is communicated to us, but with the view of raising our
moral nature to practical holiness ; and, therefore, each and every
truth is but a principle, not of mental illumination, as such, but
of inward sauctification.

Equally untrue is it that oral tradition, before the existence of
Creeds, was necessary for the understanding of Christian doctrine.
First, because no one has ever attempted to define what that oral
tradition was; secondly, because it is utterly incredible that the
HolySpiritshould have commissioned inspired men to reve2: and
illustrate Christian truth, with an immense variety of manner, and
under the most diverse circumstances of situation, and yet allowed
the Sacred Volume to be ‘scarcely more than a sealed book,’

[ 8
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withont the assistanee of the vague and vacillating explanations
and weak memories of fallible men; thirdly, because oral tradition
was extremely uncertain, and often cited in defence of the most
opposite opinions. But, further, we ask Mr Newman, how do
Creeds help us now, when the ¢ Scriptures are our only means of
¢ satisfying ourselves on poirits of doctrine P’  Does he mean, in
sober earnéstness, that because the Niczan Creed lays down that
Christ is of the same substance with the Father, the Seripture
has become intelligible ; and that but for this magical word it
would have been still a sealed book? For certainly the rest of the
Creed does nothing more than put together detached passages of
Scripture, and mest of them sueh as are obviousto the most com-
mon reader ? If so, we can only answer in the words of the poet,

* And myriads have reached heaven who never knew
Where lay the difference "twixt the false and true.’

In a word, tradition cannot lay claim to a single authoritative
solution of a eontroverted doctrine; and leastofall, can the history
of the Niceean Creed do much in the way of showing that tradi-
tion was either generally recognised, or was successful in preser-
ving orthodoxy in the Church.

But Mr Newman further tells us that the ¢ backwardness of
¢ the fathers to publish creeds proceeded froma profound reverence
¢ for the sacred mysteries, of which they were the dispensers; that
¢ is, they thought them fit subjects only for oral instruetion, and
¢ too sacred for writing, because books are unfit, compared with
¢ private communication, for the purposes of religious instruction,
¢ levelling the distinction of mind and temper by the formality of
¢ the written character, and conveying each kind of knowledge
¢ the less perfeetly in proportion as it is of a moral natare, and
¢ requires to be treated with delicacy and discrimination.' What
a grievous pity then it is that the Seriptures were ever written !
How mueh must we lament that an inspired and infallible oracle
was not given us by God to eonvey to us orally those delicate
truths ! How much, too, must the tone of Christianity have
been raised since the time of the Apostles, since the Fathers had
too much reverence to imitate those first inspired teachers in
exposing to the ¢ hard gaze of the world’ the Christian doctrines!
And though they could not repair the fanlt which those inspired
ynen committed in publishing fragments, and still more in apply-
ing to a vast variety of common cases the sacred truths of reli-
ggion, yet, at least they could withhold the systematic and theore-
tical combination of the whole doctrine, and confine exclusively

to tradition that single word which was to serve as a key to its
gmost important part. But how then came the sacred writers (o
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scatter so profusely the elements of Chrislian truthin ¢ Letters’ to
whole Churches, where every baptized person, that is, every pro-
fessing Christian, could read them ? Were the members of the
Corinthian church, a less ‘ mixed crowd’ than those who frequent
our churches? Had the apostle any timid fear of a profane disclo-
sureofholy mysteries,—nay,anynotion of mysteries atall,—~when
he recommends the Corinthians to pray for the gift of interpreta-
tion ; because then unbelievers who might chance to enter their
churches might be convinced and converted by what they heard
the Christians say ? What shall we say of the Apologists who dis-
coursed so freely of their faith to the heathen?—of Origen, of Ter-
tullian, and many other teachers,who philosophicallyand critically
discussed all the great doctrines of the gospel in their controversies
with heretics and Pagans? What shall we say, but that this
mysterious reserve is no part of genuine Christianity, but an off-
shoot of that esoteric scheme which wasborrowed from Platonism.
The boldness with which, in the first ages of Christianity, the
whole counsel. of God was debated by the Christians, both '
amongst themselves, and with the heathen, amply shows that the
absence of Creeds proceeded in no wise from any fear-of profaning
the sacred doctrines. Creeds sprung from the systematic and
controversial discussion of truth. The more ancient, however,
were only general confessions,—for the most part in Scripture
language,—of the most important truths of the gospel. They were
professed at baptism by the convert, as a recognition of the main
principles of the society into which he was entering. They were
expressed too in language so general that nen of the most oppo-
site systems in theology could still use them with sincerity. It
was at Nice that they were first made the test of orthodoxy, and
the ground for the excommunication of dissenters frome the
church ; and it is, therefore, not as statements of doctrines, but
as .conditions of communion that they are to be judged. That
they were not imposed on the laity does not affect the question;
for at thattime the clergy were of the same opinion with Bishop
Horsley, the great champion of High Churchism, that the people
have nothing else to do but to obey. Was then the systemaltic
statement of doctrines, as contained in Creeds, and especially the
Niczan Creed, wisely selected as a test of Christian fellowship P
Were the Niceean fathers justified, as men set over Christ’s flock,
in driving away from the sheeplold all such as could not concur
in the intellectual form in which the Nicean creed represents the
doctrine of the Trinity? To this, we unhesitatingly answer, that
theirs was a most ill-devised test; and that it has been the fruit-
ful parent of mischief, both then and alterwards. The decisive
objection to it is this, that it substitutes as the necessary condi-
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tion of a living union with Christ, a certain form of intellectual

conception, in the place of aright state of the heart and affections.

He that has been born again to living holiness by Christ’s Spirit
is-a true member of Christ’s Body, however faulty his intellectual

and theological system may be. For the mass of Christiauns, as

‘Mr. Newman himself admits, the systematic accuracy of Creeds is

neither the test nor the condition of a living.communion with

Christ; and the existence or non-existence of Creeds is practically

‘to them a matter of no concern whatever. In respect of the small

minority of philosophical thinkers, the only important point to

be aimed at, is to exclude such intellectual notions as are utterly

-inconsistent with a real abiding in Christ.. Such notions, as

being fatal to a life in God, we would gladly see declared as un-

christian, and banished from among Christ’s flock. But we main-

tain that Creeds are not the proper means to attain this end; nor

have they in fact attaired it. Inthe first place, sucha Creed would

imply that it was possible to state the doctrine in an intellectual

and philosophical form; and, secondly, that there was only one

such form in which it could be represented. We find it hard to

convince ourselves that the detacbed notions which the Scripture

affords us of the Deity, and of the various relations which the

ThreePersons bearamongst themselves, and towards us,are capa-

ble of being combined into a consistent and intellectnal whole ;

still less, that they may not be combined in several ways, philose-
phically very different; and yetin no degree compromising the

essential moralinfluence which each detached portion should exer-

cise upon every truly Christian heart. When Mr. Newman him-

self sets forth our ¢inability to conceive a sense of the term
¢ ¢ Person,” such as to be more than a mere character, yet less
¢ than an individual intelligent being,’we may well doubt whether
Scriptare, either directly or by implication, has recorded any
thing of the real nature o{ God ;and whether our minds are capa-
ble of such knowledge. - :

But, in the next place, let us grant that such a correct intellec-
tual formula is attainable, and even thatit has actually come
down to us: there still remains (he very grave question whether
error, in the metaphysical conception of the Trinity, destroys a
man’s interest in the Redemption, and effectually excludes him
from the true charch of God. Wil Mr Newman presume to
maintain that the consubstantial representation of the Trinity
is the only one compatible with a true and saving faith ? 1t
is admitted on all sides, that we can arrive at no clear and dis-
tinct understanding of the nature of the Divine Being; and t!xat
all we can do is but to fence out certain misconceptions, which
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‘would prevent that religious communion with God, which is the
life-giving principle in the regeneration of man. Can any one,
then, assert, that the man whose logical system should lead him
to reject the notion of the ‘same substance, and to embrace
rather the representation of Christ as of ¢ similar substance,’ with
the Father, cannot render that true worship and homage to the
Son, which comes from a heart constrained by his love ? Nay,
further, if a man, who should be upable ¢to coneeive a person
¢as less than an individual intelligent being,’ should conclude
that there were Three Gods, mysteriously connected by some
union, either of being, or purpose,—shall such a man, however
wrong metaphysically, be condemned as incapable of cherishing
those feelings towards each of the Divine Persons, in which the
essence of Christianily consists ? A particular theory, on a diffi-
cult question in metaphysics, never can be the sign of those whe
love Jesus. And therefore we strenuously war against Creeds ;
because they chain down men’s minds to one single form of
speculative truth, which can never be the only one compatible
with real religious devotion; and have thus done serious injury
to the intellectual and moral interests of mankind. Only, let
us not be misunderstood—we are very far from saying that our
intellectual notions are a matter of indifference. Undoubtedly
they react on the heart. But we contend that the speculative
and theoretical statement may admit of considerable vartation,
without compromising, for a second, the religious influence of
the facts made known to us by Scripture concerning the Father,
the Son, and the Holy Spirit. We protest against that over-
estimation of speculative agreement which prevailed in the East-
ern church; and most utterly do we refuse to allow those Fathers
to identify Christianity with ¢heir opinion on a metaphysical
point. And above all, we must guard against that unfair mode
ofjudging others, which Mr Newman has borrowed from the con-
troversial writers, whomheadvocatessowarmly. Thereis nothing
so false, and so unjust, as to make men entertainall the conclusions
whicha rigorous use of logic can derive from their premises. We
are bound to expose them—we may argue ez absurdo, and make
use of these false conclusions (o combat a system which involves
what is false or mischievous; but, in passing judgment on the men
themselves, itis most unfair to suppose them to be looking from the
same point of view as ourselves. Many a man can maintain inno-
cently erroneous opinions, which in.another would be wicked and
mischievous. For instance, the subordination of the Son to the
Father, which, in Origen, is but a part of a philesophical system,
and is quite consistent with the paying the highest adoration . e
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the second Person of the Trinity, in a Socinian, virtually leads to
a de.ial of His Divinity, and reduces Him to a level with His own
creatures. We can allow, too, the same Origen to uphold a dif-
ference, both of person and substance, between the Father and
the Son; however much Athanasians may éxclaim, that this in~
volves the destruction of the main element of Christianity. This
fault of supposing that the same tenet must have the same effect
and value in anotber man’s mind, and general state of opinion,
which it bas in his own,—and that of imputing to it the same
moral influence on the character of that other man, which, seen
in the light he actunally views itin, it would have on his own,—runs
all through Mr Newman’s account of the Arian controversy; and
gives it so strong a bias, that it is. with extreme reluctance he will
allow any one to be a Christian, unless at the same time he be
an Athanasian also. He forgets that, as the same material ele-
ment, when chemically combined with one body will preduce
compounds, differing most entirely in charaoter and qualities from
those which it produces, when united to another body; so the same
intellectual element, so to speak,—the same doctrine when mixed
up with one set of opinions,—will cause moral and intellectual
results essentially different from those which would have followed
its combination with another system of mind.  According to Mr
Newman's sysiem, to say that there was a time when the Son
was not, would be to deny that He was God; yet, does it follow
that this same conclusion was practically arrived at by those
who conceive the Son to be an emanation from the Fatber, like
a ray from the sun, sent forth to create, and then to redeem the
world? 'Wasit impossible for them to look upon Him as Divine?
Or again, suppose a man were to urge St Paul’s declaration, that
¢ when all things should be subdued unto him, then also shall the
¢ Son himself be subject unto him, who put all things under him,
¢ that God may be all in a]l;’ and should infer from it the perpe-
tual subordination of the Son,~—shall we venture to say that this
man could not look upon Christ as the way, the truth, and the
life, and as alone giving acoess to the Father? 'We do not mean
that it is indifferent which view we hold ; but we maintain that
its practicalinfluence on the heart, and on the devotional feelings,
is the only true standard by which a system is to be judged in a
religious point of view. And hence, before we judge of the reli-
gious character of any person, we must enter into his mind, and
place ourselves in his own centre of vision. Then, and then only,
can we form a true estimate of the effect which his intellectual
notions produce on his relations to God and Christ.

Neither do we agree with the general principle laid downbyMr
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a for the treatment of those in error. ¢ In this,’ says ke,
¢ difference between the treatment due (0 an individual in
and to one who is confident enough to publish his iaso-
. The former claims from us the most affectionate sym-
and the most considerate attention ; the latter should meet
omercy. He assumes the office of the tempter, and so far
as bis error goes, must be dealt with by the competent
‘ity, as if he were embodied evil." The most bitter perse-
n ask for no better defence. Those of whom our Lord
ied that they would put his saints to death, ¢ thinking they
loing God service, would find in Mr Newman a woerthy
on. [t is, however, some consolation to find that even
iage itsell furnishes materials for its own refutation. The
1 of publication cannot establish’any essential distinction
1 the two individuals. If the one deserves sympathy, be-
e honestly, though mistakenly, holds his error; the other,
ually conscientious zeal for what he believes to be truth
m (o communicate it to his fellow men, is evidently eot
less deserving, as a man, of sympathy and tendernes.
uld have Mr Newman abide by the just inferences from
i remark :—* Many a man,’ says he, ¢ would be deterred
outstepping the truth, could he see the end of his course
he beginning.’ Let this teach us that no man should be
»y the possible consequences of hiserror; but by the actual
which it works on bis temper and moral character. There
men, from whose errors, serious and dangerous, and even
Il consequences might not be made to flow by logical de-
Our Christian, our exalted duty is to show merey, and
and kindness to every brother that offendeth; to hope all
rossible of the man, whilst we fight against his error to
th. Persecution has done nought else but embitier and
up the Church of God. Likeslavery, it is more accursed
evil which it works in the soul of the actors, than for the
s which it inflicts on the sufferers. The very times of
Ir Newman treats show, but too lamentably, how an
ated zeal to extirpate crror, weakened and impaired that
m love which is the very essence of the Christian life;
re havethe wretchedness of knowing that persecution never
1 never will root out a single opinion from the world.
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Art. 1V. -—Drama.;, by Joanna Baiirie. . Three Volumes, 8vo.
" . London: 1836.

¢ Tnn greater number of the dramas contained in the follow-
_ ¢ ing volumes,’ says Miss Baillie in her preface, ¢ have been
¢ written many years ago; none of them very recently. It was
‘ my intention not to have.them published in my lifetime;
¢ but that after my death, they should have been offered to some
¢ of the smaller theatres of our metropolis, and thereby have a
¢ chance at least of being produced to the public with the advan-
¢ {ages of action and scenic decorations, which naturally belong to
¢ dramatic compositions. But the present circumstances conneeted
¢ with our English theatres are not encouraging for such an at-
¢ tempt ; any promise of their soon becoming so is very doubtful ;
¢ and I am induced to relinquish what was at one time my earnést
¢ wish. This being the case, to keep them longer unpublished
¢ would serve no good purpose, and might afterwards give trouble
¢ to friends whom I would willingly spare. They are, therefore,
¢ now offered to the public, with a diffident hope that they may be
¢ found deserving of some portion of its favour and indulgence.’

¢ In thus relingunishing my original intention, there is one thing
¢ particularly soothing to my feclings—that those {riendly readers
¢ who encouraged my early dramatic writings (alas, how reduced
¢ in numbers!) will see the completion of the whole. - This will
¢ at least gratify their curiosity; and it would be ungrateful in me
¢ not to helieve that they will also take some interest in the latter
¢ part of a work, the beginning of which their partial favour so
¢ kindly fostered.” .

There are few, we think, who will peruse this passage without
emotion. Objects and personages the most indifferent and com-
monplace affect our minds with a melancholy feeling, when we
know that we are parting with them for the last time. . With
what deep interest and sympathy, then, must we regard the pub-
lication of these volumes, as the last legacy to the public of their
highly gifted authoress! o

Their contents will not, on the whole, disappoint.expectation.
The dramas are, however, of very unequal merit; for whilst

some are of the highest excellence, and every way worthy of

the authoress of- ¢ Count Basil,”. ¢ De Montfort,’ and ¢ Constan-
¢ tine Palmologus,’ there are others which we confess we think
might have been omitted with advantage (o her reputation. Miss
Baillie, it is true, never writes any thing on which the stamp of

/.
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ber strong mind is not here and there impressed ; and there are
none of the dramas contained in these volumes which do not, to
gsome extent, awaken curiosity and interest. But placed beside
the more sustained excellence of others, they appear as failures.
The reader whose mind has been elevated to the high pitch and
tragic grandeur of ¢ Hemriquez’ and ¢ Romiero,’ cannot willingly
descend to the almost melo-dramatic level of ¢The Stripling’
and ¢ Witchcralft ;” and even the ¢ Homicide' and *The Phantom,!
though of a higher cast than those we have named—and adorned,
particularly the latter, by scenes and passages of great poetical
beauty,—scarcely possess that finish, that dramatic compactness
which entitle them to a place beside the ¢ Plays on the Passions.!
¢ Heuriquez,’ a tragedy on Remorse, and ¢ Romiero,’ a tragedy
on Jealousy, are the only plays in these volumes which belong to
that series. These complete the plan originally designed by the
authoress; for Envy and Revenge have been excluded from

or design; on the ground that these passions have been already
powerfully delineated by other dramatists. This ground, if con-
sistently followed out, would, we (ear, bave equally excluded from
these volumes their greatest orpaments; since Remorse had
already been illustrated by the genius of Coleridge; and human
powers could hope to add little to the delineation of Jealousy,
after Shakspeare.

This great work then is completed—and in a manner worthy
of its commencement: a noble monument of the powerful mind
and the pure and elevated imagination of its author. Looking on
it, as it now stands before us,—a finished whole, we owe it to Miss
Baillie and to ourselves to say, that we regard it with pride and
admiration. To the plan, indeed, which she prescribed for her-
self, our objections remain unaltered ; and opinion appears
on that point to be pretty uniform. Her warmest admirers
have admitted, and she herself appears to have felt, that by
limiting herself to the analysis and exposition of the progress
of a single passion in each play, she imposed upon herself a
needless restraint; and gave to her plays a certain elaborate and
melaphysical character, inconsistent with the free and artless
movement, and infinite variety of nature. But our opinion of the
success with which this plan has been executed ;—of the resources
she has- evipced in combating and conquering the difficulties of
her design;—and, generally, of the dramatic capabilities of her
mind, we fairly confess, is altered. If her success has not been
somplete, we have now the means of comparing her efforts with
those of others in the same department; and must admit her su-
Poriority 0 most of her rivals. By witnessing the numerous
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failures of men of distinguished ability, in that department, we
have learnt to appreciate more highly the qualities required
to command even partial' success. Formerly, we compared
her dramas with these of Shakspeare, and the elder worthies of
the days of Elizabeth and James—a fearful test—and they na-
turally showed somewhat poorly by the comparison : now, we
place them beside the unsuccessful attempts of a Byron and a
Scott, and feel that our first estimate of their merits was inade-
quate.

When we compare the dramas of Miss Baillie with mostof the
other dramatie productions of our own times, we are struck with
their superiority in one point, namely, their unity of design,—their
careful subordination of the parts tothe whole—and the steady and

- visible movement of every thing towardsthe proposed end. She

" forms her plan of a character carefully, and having done so, no

temptation induces her to deviate from it for the sake of transi-
tory effect. Neither the seductions of imagery, nor the fascina-
ting exhibition of strong passion can tempt her from her onward
road. If these lie naturally within her path, it is well ; if they do
not, she will not step aside in search of them. Her mind, with all
its imagination, is a strong and logical one,—delighting in se-
quence and copsistency, and accustomed in all things to wide
and jcomprehensive views. ¢ She sees as from a tower the end
¢ of all;’ and keeping in view all the parts of her subject, she
places them in their due relation and proportion to her intended

" whole.

It was perhaps fortunate for the cultivation and developement
of this quality of mind, that Miss Baillie had matured her views,

' and published the greater part of her works, before the general

diffusion of that taste for the older dramatists of the school of
Shakspeare; which has eoloured so strougly the dramaticprodue-

- tions of the last twenty years. 'Wae should be inclined to doubt,

indeed, whether she has the least acquaintance with any of our
elder dramatists, except Shakspeare, whom it is obvious she has
studied deeply, and in the spirit of love; and we are persuaded
that she has lost nothing by confining herself to that single model.
For Shakspeare stands pre-eminent in' this respeet, that in all his
creations a definite and undeviating. purpose is kept In view, to
whichallsubsidiary matters are postponed :—that henever loses or
even seems doubtful of his way while threading the mazes of hu-
man life,—but having once conceived a eharacter, followsit ferth
with unerring consistency, as if impelled by a poetical neeessity.
The most airy, the most impassioned of his eonceptions, is still
subjected to the controlling laws of a eomprehensive and penetra-
Ling intelleat ;—no bursts of pagsion, no excursions of the fancy are
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sied, which cousteract, or which do not actually further the
main object be has in view. He is not hurried aloag by the
ions which be paints; be never loses himsel in the whirlwind
ligences, over every other power, and blend their productsin
kiadly and harmonious conjunction. Shakspeare’s works, there-
fore, are not eollections of brilliant but discordaat parts; eachisa
compact, well ordered, and perfect whole.

Of none of the other dramatists, his contemporaries, can thish
said with truth, except, perhaps to some exteat, of Jonson, who,
however inferior to S re in other respects, certainly ap-

oached him in the steadiast consistency with which he portrayed

is characters, and in the skill with which he subjected the part:
to the main design. Even the most distinguished of the other
dramatists of the Elizabethan age err grievously in these re-
spects. ln Ford, in Beaumont and Fletcher, and still more ia the
gloomy and fantastic Webster, although we frequently find thx
the author has stumbled on some happy conception of character
in the outset, the chances are always prodigionsly against hiscos-
ducting it to the close of the th with consistency ; or indeel
without some gross violation of probability and nature. Thet
wrilers never seem to see their way distinctly for three scenes it
advance. They have not that poetical forecast, and far reachin
vision which enabled Shakspeare, even in his opening scene,
foresee and provide for hiscatastrophe. Thetemptation of display
ing strong passion, or exhibiling sudden and unexpected traits o
character, is one which they can seldom resist. Hence, in almes
all ourolder dramatists, the changes of conduct and character, ani
fluctuations and conversions of feeling which take place, are fre
" he most startling and inexplicable kind,—indicatiot
uncertainty in the mind of the writer, and leaving o

‘eader a painful feeling of incoherence and confusioee

lor is presented to us in the first three acts, and anothe

vo. The changes from one state of mind to anothe

) rapid and improbable as those which take placeinox

iediesand melo-dramas; where fathers, struck, as inth

rody, ‘with a sudden thought, swear an eternd

tith their old enemies; and the most bardened villaix

¥, by a single speech, into models of Christian virtue

1 this inconsistency of character doesnot occur, then

| tendonoy on the part of all these writers to giv
ne=ominence to the element of passion, over that ¢

It was in passion, in fact, that they felt thei

ley—In sudden bursts of energy, rather than tranqu

l powerj—in piercing but transitory glances, rathe
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than steady vision into the recesses of the heart; and they have
naturally indulged but too liberally in the exhibition of such quali-
ties, and in the choice of those topics which afforded most scope for
passion in its wildest and most.awful display. The gloomy visions
and strange unhallowed thoughts,—*¢most foul, most horrid, most
¢ unnatural,'—which -occasionally haunt the mind; the atrocities
from which humanity recoils in disgust; the dark problems of
moral casuistry, the solution of which all men would seek toshun—
these are their favourite themes ; because in this tempestuous ele--
ment, they feel themselves more at home than in that pure and
serene air of common humanity in which Shakspeare lived,
moved, and had his being. Thus it is that our moral feelings
are revolted by the closing atrocities of Massinger’s ‘Unnatural
¢ Combat,’ and by the whole plot of one of Ford’s most celebrated
plays;—that the brain of the reader is almost turned, like that of
the unhappy victim herself, by the fantastic accumulation of in-
sane horrors in the last act of the ¢ Duchess of Malfy;’ and that
Shirley, in the catastrophe of his ¢ Andromana,’ litters the stage
with dead, in a manner to which there is no parallel, save in the
Schoolmaster’s tragedy of the amusements of ¢ Mully Bugéntuf.’
¢ These observations must, no doubt, be received with proper li-
mitation. There are, in Beaumont and Fletcher in particular,
some sweet and natural dramas, in which this taint of exaggera-
tion of feeling and inequality of character are little, if at all, to
be traced;—even in those of Ford, the tragic gloom is broken by
such glimpses of pathos, falling like moonlight upon his dreary
scenes, that the harrowing groundwork is for a time forgotten;—
but, generally speaking, the besetting sin of the elder dramatists,
is the tendency to forsake the beaten highway of nature and
common feelings, for paths of dizzy elevation, too insecure for mor-
tal footing, or for recesses of untrodden gloom, into whose sulten
depths;we are afraid to follow them. The followers or predeces-
sors of Shakspeare, always went, as Mr. Lambe remarks, in
speaking of Fletcher, ‘a little on one side of nature. ~Shak-
¢ speare chose her without a reserve, and had riches, power, and
¢ understanding with her for a dowry.’ o
Entertaining this view of the great inferiority of all the older
dramalists to Shakspeare in this essential particular, we must be
rmitted to doubt whether that enthusiastic and somewhat indis-
criminating admiration with which they have been regarded and
studied by cur modern dramatists of the present century has not
been essentially injurious to our dramatic literature ; and whether,
therefore, there is not reason to rejoice that-Miss Baillie has so
obviously confined ber study to Shakspeare alone. We freely
grant that in some not unimportant particulars, the influence of
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these old writers on those of our own time has been a salutary
one. The movement of their dialogue, so seemingly artless and
unstudied,—the style, varied, racy, vigorous, sustained by a rich
under-current of briel and unobtrusive imagery;—the expression
of passion, venting itsell in words, few, fiery, from the heart, not
in measured and stately climaxes;—the oecasionally happy expo-
sition of character, by slight traits, by action, by silence even
rather than speech,—these belter featares of the older drama have
been accurately caught and reflected in many of our modern plays.
But with their beauties, alas! we have borrowed almost all their
faults; for these faults, the faults of a wild unregulated energy, of
minds in which the contemplative had been almost absorbed in the
passionate, were unfortunately but too much in harmony with the
character of our own age. Changes in government, in phileso-
phical opinions, and in the fortunes of natioss;—a spirit of doub{
and enquiry, fruitful both of good and evil, and carried into all
the relations of society, had stamped the character of the time
with a certain restless and tumultuary movement; and the cur-
rent of literature, connected with that of society by a thousand
secret channels,—like an inland lake which has a subterraneous
communication withthe ocean,—soonshowed uponits heaving sur-
face the strength of that impulse by which its great source was
agitated. Tired of that didactic and reasoning poetry which had
been the natural accompaniment of less stirring times, we had re-
veried to the study and imitation of those primitive strains in which
the heart and feelings had spoken, however rudely, yet in accents
which could not bemistaken. We endeavoured to erase from our
recollections centuries of thought, that we might throw ourselves
back into the days of enthusiastic action. Like all sudden revul-
sions of opinion, this tendency had carried us too far towards the
opposite extreme; and mere force and power, however rude
and untempered, gradually assumed the same exclusive and
dangerous supremacy which had been awarded (o mere taste
and nicety of judgment in the poetical ‘age of reason.” This -
tendency, already but too deeply implanted in the mind, was
strongly increased by the general diffusion of the elder drama-
tists,—a circumstance which was in itself a consequence of
the previous direction of the public taste towards the poetry of
vehemence and passion, rather than that of reflection. For here
was to be found passion in its most vigorous and impressive formy;
though unfortunately chastened but too seldom by any higher or
purer spirit;—scenes in which nature spoke in every line, unhap-
pily placed side by side with others in which eonsistency and pro-
bability were rudely violated ;—* gold, silver, and base lead,’ in so
strange interfusion, that their separation seomed always difficult,
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sometimes impossible. The study of Shakspeare, with his beay-
1iful union of contemplation and passion, and of vigorous and
practical common sense with highest imagination :—the example
of his tolerant spirit, understanding all things, hating nothing,
finding ¢ good in every thing;—this studf and this example wonld
have calmed and tranquillized the spirit of modern poetry,—would
have adjusted in more harmonious balance conflicting elements,
and would have brought back its erratic footsteps into the path
of truth. That of the other dramatists, we fear, was only calcu-
lated to exaggerate instead of diminishing what was objectionable
in the tendencies of the age;—and in the fierce invectives and de-
spairing strains of Byrons—in the inequality, the sacrifice of plan,
and of calm developement of character, to scenes of stormy passion,
or of riotous prodigality of imagery, which are so characteristic of
eventhe bestofour mogerndramatis!s,—it seems to usthatwe can
trace but too visibly the influence of that turbulent and earthly
character, which is so darkly stamped upon the plays of Massin~
ger, Dekker, Webster, Ford, and Shirley.

In this respect the plays of Miss Baillie, as we have said, al-
ford a very remarkable contrast to those of most of her contem-
poraries. However different and inferior in degree, her mind
resembles Shakspeare’s in kind. She plans her characters de-
liberately ; she executes them with undeviating consistency ;
her pictures of passion are all leavened and penetrated by general
and elevated reflection,—making her scenes something more than
mere pictures of an individual situation; she is powerful, where
the scene requires it in the expression of its strongest feeling, but
more so in the delineation of the previous stages which have led
to it, or the exhaustion and despondency which follow; she is
natural, even homely at times, like her great original ;—impress-
ing us in all she writes with the idea of a well-ordered and self-
concentered mind, in which each quality has its appropriate but
limited sphere of action, and all dwell and work together in unity.
Comprehension and grasp of mind are qualities which we involun-
tarily associate with all her works; and it isindeed singular that this

uality, so seldom found in connexion with even the best works
»f the best female writers, should be thus conspicuous in the
works of a woman, when its presence is so rare in those of
1er male competitors. Generally speaking, the works of women
ire characterised by a remarkable developement of some one qua-
ity at the expense of the rest;—one excels in the delineation of
trong emotion; another in scenes of tenderness; a third in a cer-
ain graceful coquetry; a fourth in fanciful imagery;—but it is
are 1o find these united in any considerable degree in one mind,
nd guided by a manly judgment and sound taste. Yet to a con-
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siderable extent this is the case with Miss Baillie. Her whole
however objectionable from the limitations it imposed
was of a breadth and grandeur which showed a mind fully con-
scious of great resources. And, ‘the same strong hold over her
materials ; the same self-reliance 10 grappling with subjects from
which others would have shrunk back, are visible in every part
of its execution. What dramatist of the present day would have
R .
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most powerful agent of dramatic interest; because it invests cha-
racter with an individuality and appearance of artlessness and
truth, which can in no other way be obtained. - No modern dra-
matist, on the whole, has employed these smaller touches of na-
fure, these escapes of passion, more judiciously or effectively than
Miss Baillie. Often. in half a line, in a hasty movement, nay;
even in mere silence, we trace more distinctly what is going on
within the mind than in half a_page of elaborate dialogue or
soliloquy;—a light breaks in upon us, thatshows us all the path
through which passion has already travelled,—the dreary way
which stretches beyond, and perhaps the dark and now inevitable
goal. Thus in ¢Count Basil,” how the bewildering effect of an
instantaneous and irresistible passion.appears, in the scene when
he joins, his officers after the procession of thePrincess through the
streets of Mantual ‘ : : :

ROSENBERG,

¢ That olive branch -
The Princess bore herself, of fretted gold
Was exquisitely wrought. I marked it once
Because she held itin so white a band.

BASIL (in @ quick voice),

Marked you her hand? 1 did not see her hand——
And yet she waved it trwice,”

And again, in the scene with the Duke, ﬁrhen, after his determi-
nation to departand join Pescara, all his resolutions are scattered
to the wind by the sudden entrance of Victoria.

- DUKE.
¢ Your third day’s march will to his presence bring
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Of the same kind is the behaviour of Osterloo in the ¢ Dream,’
when, listening with gradually increasing herror and confusion
to the narrative which recalls the memory of his own guilt, he
praises the excellence of the wine, unconscious that he had been
swallowing water instead; or when, in the closing scene, as he is
led o the scaffold, he stumbles, and exclaims,

¢ It Is dark, I cannot see.
JERONE.
Alas, my son. There is a blaze of torches round you.’

‘Who can have forgotten that striking incident ia De Montfort,
where his ear, sharpened to agonizing acuteness by his dominant
assion, catches thesound of thestep of his enemy upon the stair,
ong before it has been heard by Freberg and the others preseat!
He is addressing the Countess Freberg. :

¢ He cannot rashly praise, who praises you,
For he were dull indeed—
(Stepping short as if ke heard something).
LADY.
How dull indeed ?
DE MONTFORT.
1 should have said—=It has escaped me now.
i (Listening again as {f ke heard something).
JANE {0 DE MONTFORT.
What, hear you aught ?

DE MONTFORD (Aastily).

*Tis nothing. .
JANE.

Some one approaches.

PREBERG.
No, no. Itis a servant who ascends.
He will not come so soon.
DE MONTFORT (off Ais guard).
’Tis Rezenvelt ; I heard his well-known foot,
From the first staircase mounting step by step.

FREBERG.
How quick an ear thou hast for distant sounds !
I heard them not.’

These and similar traits, which might easily be multiplied from
the works of Miss Baillie, evince the truth and minute accuracy
with which all smaller details of her dramas, not less than
their general plan, have been studied and arranged. They evince
a deep acquaintance with the anatomy of passion; and a not less
just discrimination as to the process by which the disorders of
a mind diseased can be most clearly and strikingly presented to

the spectator.
Judiciously viewing every other elemeat in the dramas as subsi-
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diary to characteristic delineation,—which, as she observes in her
preface, is to the novelist or the poet only a powerful auxiliary,
but to thedramatist is the very centre andstrength of the battle,—
she has avoided an error into which not only the modern drama-
tists, but too many of their predecessors were apt to fall; namely,
the introduction of that strongly figurative language which is ap-
propriate to the tempest and whirlwind of passion, into scenes
and situations of a calmer kind; and on the other hand,—and this
is more peculiarly the sin of the moderns,—the embellishment of
acenes of passion with imagery and similes, and with all the mis-
applied treasures of a teeming fancy. Passion delights in figu-
rative language, hut in figures, brief, broken, imperfect, unpre~
meditated ; the adornment of more elaborate imagery, and the
play of fancy must be reserved for the quieter scenes which pre-
pare the full maturity of passion; or those which, like the calm of
evening, follow on the troubles and tempests of the day. The
plays of Miss Baillie are studded with such passages of imagery
and reflection, but almost alwaysbriefly touched. It is seldom that
she abandons herself to her fancy, save in the delineation of cha-
racters where this very abandonment is in itself characteristic.
Such is the case with the dreaming Basil, borne into the realms
of imagination upon the wings of love, for whom this common
world ‘is all too narrow,” and to whom a summer cloud is trans-
figured, ‘

¢ Ag though an angel in his upward flight

Had left his mantle floating in mid air,’
He lives in an ideal atmosphere; he is under the influence of a
feeling which arrays all nature in fantastic colpurs, and of which
imagery is a fit exponent. The same may be said of the super-
stitious Qrra, whose tendency to the visionary, whether it pre-.
sents itself in the form of cheerful pictures of country life, or
ghastly and funereal forms, naturally breaks out in comparisons
now gay, sow gloomy, as the one emotion or the other ocenpies
her excited imagination; or of the enthusiastic Aurora, hoping
against hope, and finding a resource against the gloom of the
present in the cheerful light with which her glowing faney in-
vests the past and the future. In such beings, the play of imagi-
nation is as characteristic as any other feature of the mind ; and
to bave excluded its free scope would have been to sacrifice the
truth. How strictlycharacteristic, for instance, is the profusion of
imagery in the speech of Orra when she allades to one of her
&udden changes from melancholy to mirth!

* *Tis nothing strange, my gentle Eleanora.

Did’st thou ne’er see the swallow’s veering breast
Winging the air beneath some murky cloud, |
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- In the suoned glimpses of a stormy day
Shiver in silvery brightness ?
Or boatman’s oar, as vivid lightning, flash
1n the faint gleam, that, like a spirit’s path,
Tracks the still waters of some sullen lake ?
Or lonely tower, from its brown mass of woods,
Give to the parting of a wintry sun
One hasty glance, in mockery of the night
Closing in darkness round it? Gentle friend, |
Chide not ker mirth who was sad yesterday,
And may be so to-morrow.’

“ But even in these characters of fancy, ‘this imaginative vein is
instantly forsaken, when the personagesare placed under circum=-
stances which exclude its natural indulgence. When Basil is
raised from his dream of love by the revolt of his soldiers, his
language becomes homely, animated, and direct; he indulgesin
no ‘metaphors or comparisons—he passes naturally from the
dreamer to the man of businessand action. 'When Orra feels in
the same way the near approach, as she supposes, of those super-~
natural terrors, which, by a sort of fascination, she at once courts
and dreads, the current of fancyis arrested by the feeling of
icy horror ; she speaks as one under the influence of such sen-
sations might be expected to do,—only in short, simple, and half-
whispered expressions, as if recoiling ¢ even at the sounds herself
¢ hath made.’

We formerly objected, and we think with justice, to certain
minor defects of style, which were rather annoyingly conspicucus
in Miss Baillie’s dramas ;—her fondness for the use of antiquated
words, many of them of the least euphonious and agreeable cha-
racter;—and the occasional awkwardness and carelessness of her
versification. In the former of these particulars, we are inclined
to think a very obvious improvement is visible in the present
work. These intrusive archaisms occur but rarely; and some
.of ‘the most -objectionable of them have, to our great. relief,
disappeared entirely. The style has assumed, we think, a
more modern, natural, and easy air, without any injury to its
diguity, or poetical beauty ; just, as we are inclined also to think,
that in the better plays in these volumes, the dramatic interest
and movement of the piece proceed with more rapidity and
liveliness. That the tragedies of ¢ Henriquez,’ ‘Romiero,” and
the ¢Separation’ are even equal to their predecessors, as poems,
we may perhaps doubt: that ¢ Henriquez’ at least is far superior
to all of them as a drama—as an acting play, we have no hesita-
tion in asserting. I{ Miss Baillie does not at last succeed in ob-
taining, what she herself candidly owns to have heen one of the
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chief objects of her ambition, namely, ¢ the approbation of an au-
¢ dience of her countrymen’—* a few tears from the'simple and
¢ the young’—*and the spontaneous and untutored -plaudits of
*the rude and uncultivated,'—it assuredly must be ascribed to
some other cause than the. want of.dramatic force and power.on
the part of theauthoress. It must be ascribed, we fear, to a cause
far less-flattering to the taste of the age—a decline in the relish
for- all theatrical exhibitions ; or at least a preference for mere
pomp and stage effect, over the weightier matters of the dra-
matic law,—characteristic delineation of the passsions,.and pure
and elevated expression of these passionsin the language of
Poell' y-' . . D

But we are dwelling too long on general observations; and it
is time to turn to the particular volumes before us. The first, as
we have said, contains the conclusion of the Series on the Pas-
sions ; the contents of the rest are miscellaneous, and of the most
varied and unequal degrees of merit. Miss Baillie cangratulated
herself, in the close of the preface to her third volnme, -that she
had reserved the two most dramatically effective of the passions—
Jealousy and Remorse—[or. the close of her work. So far as re-
gards the latter, her success, we think, has justified the anticipa-
tion that the conclusion would be found to be worthy of, and even
moreinieresting than the commencement ; hut with regard to.the
former, we very much doubt whether, to most readers, ¢ Romiero’
willnot appear to fall short of some of her dramas onless promising
subjects. It unquestionably possesses single scenes of remarkable
power. Such, for instance, is that where Romiero, impelled -bythe
internal agony of the passion which devours him, enters the cham-
berof his{riend Guzman, whom he rouses from hissleep to.commu-
nicate to him the suspicions of his wife by which he is haunted,
and which the narrative of Guzman unhappilyserves. to confirm.
But the passion of Jealousy, as Miss Baillie has depicted it, in
Romiero, is one with which we can even less sympathize, than
with that hatred which is the evil demon of De Montfort. -As
here represented, it appears as causeless—as.ulterly inconsis-
tent with reason—as degrading to the character. Romiero him-
self can excite little or no interest, because, we feel that such
a being—*following still the changes of the moon. with fresh
* suspicions, —which are only dislodged from .one object to settle
down upon another,—mustbe one of a naturally mean and weak
character of mind. It is difficult to conceive that one who che-
rishes thisvice in the blood—this constitutional tendency towards
causeless suspicion, should retain.even those other nobler and
redeeming qualities with which his jealousy is here asscciated,

t
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But even if this union of seemingly inconsistent qualities could’
be supposed to exist in the same character, we are far from think-’
ing it a fit subject to excite a high and tragic interest. De
Montfort Is invested with a sombre grandeur, from the stern and’
unvarying consistency of the master passion of his mind—
Romiero, constantly vacillating between opposing feelings—one
moment vowing to abandon every doubt—the next, plunging
again into the darkest and most groundless suspiciong, impresses
us with an idea of moral and even intellectual weakness which
is fatal to that dignity of character which we demand in the
chief personages of tragedy. .

‘We will not then pursue the plot of this piece; for whatever
may be the skill with which it developes all the mean and re-
volting features of the passion of jealousy,— not arising, as in
Othello, in a noble, open, trustful nature, and borne in upon
the mind, against its will, by villany and the force of strong cir-

" cumstance,—but springing innate and ineradicable in a constitu-
tionally suspicious mind, and, like a rank weed, overrnnning the
whole heart,—the result of the picture, as a whole, is rather a
painful and unsatisfactory one. Not so that of thedrama which
follows—¢Henriquez,’—in which Jealousy also plays a principal
part, but Jealousy of a different kind;—the feeling as it appears
in a nature to which it is foreign—which struggles against its
entrance and its growth, and only yields when a fatal combination
of circumstances appear to furnish irresistible proof of guilt.
Then we witness the deep agony of Remorse by which such a
nature is agitated, when, after plungiog into crime, it has disco-
vered its error, and the expiation by which alone it can regain
composure of mind,—that of a voluntary confession and self-im-
posed sentence.

The play opens with the return of the victorious Henriquez,
the general of Alonzo, King of Castile,' to his castle, near
Zamora. He has wedded Leonora, a lady of beauty and talents,

" but of rank superior tohisown. The friend of his heartis Don
Juen de Torva, and against him his steward, Diego, endeavours
to excite his suspicions by an anonymous epistle, in which he
accuses him of having destroyed the virtue of Leonera, and the
honour of Henriquez, in his absence. Henriquez at first treats
the accusation with contempt; the scroll ¢ will only serve tolight
¢ his evening lamp;’ but circumstances, following in rapid suc-
cession, work upon his mind, and, in spite of his resolutions,
rouse him to suspicion. He questions the page ; then becomes
ashamed that he ‘should have descended to do so; and resolves
to hear her explapation of all from her own lips. But, while he
is endeavouring t¢ combat the growing doubt within, his mind is

e
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again unhinged, and his feelings roused into an ecstasy of jealousy,
by the discovery of the picture of Don Juen, and a letter in his
hga?wriﬁng, in a casket which had been his earliest gift to his
wi _ .

.. HENRIQUEZ.

¢ Question a youth-—a menial—any one,
Of what regards the honour of my wife! e
I married her in the full confidence
‘That she possessed all good and noble virtues
‘Which should become a brave Castilian’s wife :
And from herself alone will I be certified .
Of what this hateful mystery imports. k

~ (After a pause, and then muttering indistinet words),
Peace pad suggestions, from mean baseness sprung.
No! till I hear from her own faltering tongue
The glossing poor pretences of the guilty,
And see upon her once ingenuous face
The varied hues of shame, I’ll not believe it.
1 am a fool to take it so intently.
This casket here, which was my earliest gift;
And does it still contain that golden heart,
oThe token of my love? 1 fain would know.

(Looking at it near, and taking if in his hands).

1t is not lock'd; the lid is slightly latch’d ;
In mine own house, methinks, without reproach,
1 may undo the bauble,—( Opens it).—What is here?
Don Juen’s picture, and a letter, too.
I know the writing well.

(Reads.) ¢‘Dear mistress of my soul! how shall I thank thee for that favour
which has raised me from despair? Though thy heart has not always been
mine, and I have sighed long to subdue it, yet I cherish my present felicity as
if thou hadst loved me always, and no other had ever touched thy heart. I will
come to the feast as a masquer, and, for the reasons suggested to me, un-
known to Henriquez. The bearer of this will return with the key of the pri-
vate door to the grove. And I shall come through the narrow path about
nightfall.” (4fter a pause).

Things have been done, that, to the honest mind,
Did seem as adverse and impossible
As if the very centre cope of Heaven

Should kiss the nether deeg !
nd this man was my friend,

To whom my soul, shut from all men besides,
Was free and artless as an infant’s love
Telling its guileless faults in simple trust.
Oh! the eoiled snake! 1t presses on me here )
(His kand on-his heart).

)

As it would stop the centre throb of life.
( Returning to the casket, and taking out other papers ).
And sonnets, top, made on her matchiess beauty,. . .
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Named Celia as his cruel shepherdess.
Ay! she was matchless, and it seems was cruel,
Till his infernal arts subdued her virtue,
I'll read no more. What said he in the letter?
(Reads again). *‘ The bearer will return with the key, and I ’ll come by the
path at nightfall.”
Night falls on scme wha never see the morn.’

! With this ominous remark he goes out; and the act concludes
with a scene between Leonora, her sister Mencia, and the steward
Diego; in which the character of Leonora, young, beautiful, con-
scious of her own beauly and accomplishments, and feeling
herself the fit bride of even the noble Henriquez, is pleasingly
ocontrasted with the simpler tastes and more retiring feelings of
her sister. When Henriquez next appears, in the commence-
ment of the second act, in his privale apartment, is it ¢ with
¢a sword in his hand, which he lays on the table in the light,
¢ shrinking back as he looks at it.’ . He has done the deed—it is
crimsoned with the blood of Juen.

¢ The blood—this blood—his blood—O dismal change
When rose the san of this sad day, how gladly
Would I have shed mine own to have saved one drop
Of what was then so dear. ( Pushing it into the skade ).
Be from my sight.
It wrings my heart ; and yet so black a stream,
So base, so treacherous, did never stain
The sword of holy justice.  (A4/ler silting down, and gazing some time
on the ground ). .
This is a pause of rest from the first act,
The needful act of righteous retribution.
Oh! isitrest? The souls that fell from light
Into the dark profound, cut off from bliss,
Had rest like this. (Pressing his temples lightly with both Iaamit).
How furiously these burning temples throb !+
Be stilt! be still! there’s more behind to do,’
But no more blood : 1 will not shed her blood.
(Knocking at the door). Who’s there?
VOICE,
Arc you awake, my lord?
, HENRIQUEZ.
What'dost thou want ?
VOICE ( without ).
The banquet is prepared, the guests assembled,
Your grooms are waiting, and yeur vestments ready.
Will you not please, my lord, to let them enter ?
RENRIQUEZ ( to himself).
The guests assembled!  Vile bewildering dream !
1 bad forgot all this. I must appear.
Be still, be.still. 1’ll open to.them presently.’
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As il to increase the fearful perplexity of Henriquez'ssiluation,
he finds, on entering the festal hall, that the king himself, acci-
dentally brought into the neighbourhood, and attracted by the
gay lamps ¢ gleaming through the lattices,” and *starring the
¢ dusty corridors,’ is to be his guest for the night. He masters him-
self, however, sufficiently to do the honours of the bangnet to the
royal visitor; who acknowledges his great services to the state in
a warm enlogium, and presenting him with a costly ring, ex-
claims— :

¢ Whatsoe’er thou shalt request of me,

Returning to my hand this pledge again,
It shall be granted were it haif the realm.’

While the king, retiring to the bottom of the stage, is conver-
sing with Henriquez, and the guests are preparing for the dance,
the assembly is thrown into confusion by the sudden entrance of
a servant, who announces that the body of Juen has been found
in the neighbouring wood. Leonora sinks to the ground, Hen-
riquez eyeing her intently; and the guests, finding ‘their banquet
¢‘to a funeral wake had turned,’ retire with the king. Though
Leonora as yet suspects not Henriquez of Juen’s death, she feels
that there is something in his conduct to herself, mysterious and
alarming. She confides her griel and her fears to his friend
Carlos, who endeavours invain to comfort her with the assurance
that this violent excess of grief would soon abate, and that he
would resume his wonted tenderness and confidence in her.’

The arrival of the secretary of Don Juen is suddenly an-
nounced. And now the full consciousness of thé hideousness of
his crime is made to break upon the mind of Henriquez. The
secretary is the bearer of a will executed by Don Juen in his
favour, and of a marriage contract between him and Meacia, the
sister of Leonora. It was to her the picture had been sent—to
her the letter had been addressed—for her the visit which had
terminated so fatally had been intended. The truth flashes on
Henriquez; and, uttering a deep groan, he fallsback horrorstruck
in his chair. : ‘

LEONORA. 4
¢ That groan again. My dcar—my dear Henriquez.
Alas! that look : thine agony is great.
That motion too. (He rises). Why dost thou stare around?

We are alone ; surely thou wilt not leave me.
Where wouldst thou be ?
. HENRIQUEZ. . .
. ) . I’ the blackest gulf of hell ;
The deepest den of misery and pain ;
Wo bound to wo—the cursed with the cursed !
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LEONORA.

What horrible words, if they have any meaning ;
If they have none, most piteous.

Henriquez! O my lord—my noble husband!

1 thought not thou wouldst e’er have looked on me
As thou hast done, with such an eye of sternness.
Alas! and hadst thou nothing dear on earth

But him whom thou hast lost.

HENRIQUES.
1 had—Ihad. Thy love was true and virtuous,
And so itis. Thy hand upon my breast.
, (Pressing her hand, whick she has laid upen kis breast).
I feel it. O how dear!
(Ts about to kiss il, but casts it from kim).
It mustnot be |
Would thou wert false! Would grinding contumely
Had bowed me to the earth—worn from my mind
The very sense and nature ofa man!
Faithful to me! Qo loose thee from my side,
Thy faithfulness is agony ineffable—
It makes me more accursed, Cling not to me.
To taste the slightest feeling of thy love
Were base, were monstrous now. Follow me not,
The ecstasy of misery spurns all pity.’ '

We behold him next in the burying vault of the castle, gazing
on the new covered grave (dimly lighted by a lamp, placed an a
neighbouring tomb) which contains the body of his murdered
friend. A solemn requiem for the dead is heard at a distance;
and as il ceases, Henriquez, casting the light from his hand, and
rushing towards the grave, exclaims—

¢ Apd here thou liest with all thy noble parts,

Thy lofty liberal soul, and goodly form,

And heart of love so thorough and so true!

This isthy rest, the meed and recompense

Thy generous worth hath from thy friend received !
Thy friend | Q savage heart and crue} hand |
Fell, hateful, falthless, cowardly, and base!

Of every baleful thing, by heaven cast off,

Most cursed and miserable!

O that ere this the dust had covered me

Like a crush’d snake, whose sting is yet unsheath'd !
Would in the bloody trench some sabred Moor
Had lanced this hold of life—this latent seat

Of cruelty ! or rather that some dart,

Shot erring in our days of beyish sport,

Had pierced its ¢ore! Then by my early grave
He had shed over me a brother’s tears ;

He had sat there and wept and moura’d for me,
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When from all human thoughts but his alone
All thoughts of me had heen extinguish’d. Juen!
My Juen, dear, dear friend! Juen de Torva}

. Thy name 1s on my lips, as it was wont;

Thine fmage in mine heatt like stirring life ;

Thy form upon my faney like that form - .

Which blessed my happy days. How he would look,

When with his outspread arms, as he return’d

After some absence !—Oh, it tortures me!

Let any image cross my mmd but this!

No, no! not this!—Sable, sepulchral gloom!

Embody to my sight some terrible thing,

And 1 will brave it (pausing and looking round).

It doth! it doth! there’s form and motion in it.

Advance thou awful shade, whate’er thou art.

Those threat’ning gestures say thou art not Juen.
’ (Rubbing kis eyes).

It was but fancy.—No ; the soul to Him .

Who is the Soul of souls ascended hath,

Dust to its dust retnrn’d. There is nought here

But silent rest that can be roused no more.

Beneath this mould, some few spans deep he lies.

So near me, though conceal’d !—Cursed as I am,

The cords of love ev’n through this earth have power,

Like a strong charm, to draw me to him stiil.

( Casting himself upon the grave ).
Burst, guilty heart! rend every nerve of life, .

And be resolved to senseless clay like this,

Se to enlap his dearer clay for ever.

Enter CARLoS.
CARLOS (looking round him).

He is not here : nought see I through the gloom

Save the cold marble of those tombs which, touch’d

With the wan light of yon sepulchral lamp, :

Show their scroli’d ends to the uncerlain sighs,

Like shrouded bodies rising from the earth. )
( Going towards the grave).

Ha! semething stirring on the new-raiscd earth !
1t is Henriquez, wrapped in frantic sorrow.

( Advancing to him ).
Henriquez! hear’st theu net, noble Henriquez ?
Nay, nay! rise from the earth : such frantic grief
Doth not become a man, and least of all,
A man whose firm endurance of misfortune
Has hitherto so graced his noble worth.
Giv’st thou no answer but these heavy groans?
Thou eanst not from the tomb recall the dead,
But rouse thy spirit to revenge his death.

HENRIQUEZ { raising his kead).
What saidst thou ?
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CABLOS.
Quit this dismal bed of death,
And rouse thee to revenge thy murder'd friend.
HENRIQUEZ,
He is revenged; Heaven deals with gulll $0_monstrous :
The hand of man is nothing.
CARLOE.

Ay, but the hand of man sha'l acd its mite.

: (Taking hold of his hand lo raise him).
Up from ke earth! 1've found the murderer.

HENRIQUEZ (springing up fercely, and seizing him by the ll«roal).

Lay’st thou thy hand on me! What is or is not,
The God of heaven doth know, and he alone.
Darest thou with mortal breath bestow that name,
To the dishonour of a noble house,

On one of ancient princely lineage born P

Carlos recalls him to his senses by informing him that the mur-
derer, who has been seized, is a youth who had been found lurk-
ing in the neighbouring wood—Antonio—a former suitor of
Mencia's and to whomn she had, in fact, been truly attached, till
the persuasions of her ambitious sister, Leonora, had prevailed
on her to sacrifice her first attachment, and to accept the hand
of Juen. Carlcs has come to ask Henriquez to see the prisoner
and hear him questioned. Henriquez knows but too well that
the accused is innocent ; but bewildered and confused, his spirits
as in adream are all bound up,’ and he follows Carlos as if me-
chanically and unconsciously.

Meantime, a scene of much mterest and pathos takes place
in the prison. Mencia, believing him guilty, yet moved by
all the recollections of her early love, has visited "him in his
dungeon, for the purpose of endeavouring to effect his escape.
‘She brings with her a disguise—she urges him to lose no time
l-l—sll:lg conjures him to fly, for her peace or mlsery hangs upon

is life.

~ ANTONIO (raising her).

¢ Ah dear, dear Mencia! And car’st thou thus,

For a foul criminal,—a man of blood?

What, then, had been thy care—may I not say—
Whnt then, had becn thy love,—had he been innocent ?

MENCIA,

Alas, alas! hadst thou been innocent,
1 had defied the world, with all its Iures,
" Again to sever us. Yet as thou art——-—



Miss Biillie’s Dramas.

ANTONIO.
Misfortune, thanks! Thou hast done more for me
Than the devoted care of many years.
Come, then, defy the world to sever us,
My generous Mencia ; 1 am innocent.

MENCIA.

Ha! dost thou say it? "Said'st thon innocent ?
And say’st thou truly so? Hast thou not done it?
Is it no mockery of joy? O no!

That look, that smile!. Yes, thoun art innocent ;
And, Heaven be praised, thou art.

‘ ANTONIO.
I am, indeed, of Juen's death most innocent.
And though some circumstances do at present
Accuse me strongly, yet, 1 trust in Heaven,
That on my trial so it will appear.

MENCIA.

Nay; donottrust. Ohno! for Don Henrigquez,
Made savage by despair, will have a victim,

And calch with eagerness at every proof,

How slight so¢’er it be.  Fly; quickly fly,

And 1 will follow thee and share thy fortune,

Or be it good or ll.

ANTONI10.
O blessed words! my dear, my gen’rous love! .
My heart throbs at the thought, but cannot thank thee.
And thou wilt follow me and share my fortune,
Or good or ili!
Ah! what of good can with a skulking outlaw
In his far wand’rings, or his secret haunts,
E'erbe? O no! thou shalt not follow me.

MENCIA.

_ Good may be found for faithful, virtuous love, |

In every spot ; and for the wand’ring outlaw, -
The very sweetest nooks o’ the earth are his.
And be his passing home the goatherd’s shed,
The woodmar’s branchy hut, or fisher’s cove,
Whose pebbly threshold by the rippling tide

Is softly washed, he may contented live,

Ay, thankfully ; fed like the fowls of heaven
With daily food sent by a Father’s hand.

ANTONI0 (pressing both her hands to his heart, and then kmmy them).

Thanks, gentle, virtuous Mencia; but, alas !

Far different is the hapless outlaw’s home

From what thy gentle fancy fashioneth,

With lawless men he must protection find.

Some murky cavern where the light of day

Hath never peer’d—where the pitch'd brand, ins‘ead,
. Sheds its red glare on the wild revelry
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Of fierce bandittl ; or the pirate’s bark,

‘Where stalks the sabred ruffian o’er the deck,
Watching his distant prey—some home-bound ship,
With all its stores and freight of precious seuls,
Who ne’er shall greet their native shores again,
Must be his guiity home.

MENCU,
Alas, alas!

ANTONIO,
Thou shalt not follow me, nor witl I fly.
Sever'd from thee 1 will not live, sweet tove,
Nor shalt thou be the mate of one disgraced,
And by the good disown’d. Here I'll remain,
And Heaven will work for me a fair deliv’rance.

MENCIA,

No, no! the present means for thy escape.
Are sent to thee by Heaven. Be not so stubborn!
With or without me fly, even as thou wilt,
But do not linger here.

(Looking to the door on Aearing it move).
The door—O misery! we are surprised. :
1t is Henriquez ; Heaven have pity on us!’

It is indeed Henriquez who enters. He has not yet made up
his mind to that expiation by which he afterwards attempts to
atone for his crime. He comes to tempt Antonio with the offer
of escape, in the hope that on the head of the youth would then
rest for ever the odium and disgrace of his own unhappy deed.
He dismisses Mencia, and waiting in gloomy silence till she
relires, he turns to the prisoner:

HENRIQUEZ.

¢ Uphappy youth; thou hast to thine accusers
Thine innocence asserled with the earnest

And simple manliness of truth; yet truth,
Supported only by the word of him

Who is accused, will nought avail. How fsit?
If there be any circumstance that may

Support or prove thy words, I do entreat thee
To tell me freely, and 1 will, with speed,

Use every means that may unfold it fully

To aid thy esculpation. (Pauses). 1s there none?
Bethink thee well : how slight soe’er it be,

It may to others lead of more import.

ANTONIO.
Thanks, generous man !

HENRIQUEZ,
Nay, nay! What is thine answer?
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ANTONIO,

Alas! four days within that fatal wood

I have been hid; unseen of every one

But Mencia, and those hinds who did pursue me.
What circumstance can then availme? No;
Heaven, in jts justice, will unfold the truth ;

In this I put my trust; proofs I have none.

| HENRIQUEZ.
Take the deliv’rance, then, which Heaven has sent thee.
Fly, save thy life. (Offering a pyrse). This will procure the means,
When thou hast cleared the precincts of the forest.
All now is still, and favours thy escape.

ANTONIO.

My Lord, like one stunn’d with astonishment,

I thank your generous care. Bat, Don Henriquez,
Though born of blood Yess noble than your own,

An outtaw’s fate, from friends and country bantsh’d,

My honest fame blurr’d with imputed guiit,

Is not deliv’rance such as I accept,

Such as a true Castilian can accept.

You.offer it in pity of my youth,

Therefore 1 thank you ; but I’ll here abide

Such vindication as becomes mine honour, .

HENRIQUEZ.
But shonld 1t fail thee, canst thou better brook
A malefactor’s death, the public gaze,
‘The seaffold’s open shame, the executioner,
All the degrading ministry of death ;
Even that which so attainteth noble blood
That ages wear not out th’ abhorr’d blot,
Disgracing all thy line? Ay, think of this :
1t makes me shudder as I utter it,
Who have in battle faced all dreadful things.

ANTONIO,

In truth, it makes your strengthen’d features wear
A ghastly hue of horror. How is this?

That such strong sympathy should move you 80?
You think me guiltless in the very front

Of proof that should condemn me : then, belike,
Some shrewd saspicion of the actual hand

That did th' accursed deeds lurks in your mind.

HENRIQUEZ.
Ha! cast an accosation on mine honour!

ANTONI0.
No, Don Henriquez; with a friendly wish
To do me service cam’st thou here, and sacred
Is all that thou in privacy hast dote
Or utter’d. Yoa; though thou shouldst now confess
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That thou thyself were Juen's marderer
Start not, these are but words of argument );
ea; ev'n supposing this, and that my rescue
From (he uplifted axe depended on it,
Yet would I not betray thee.
HENRIQUEZ (lurning away haughtily ).
Thou art incorrigible : take thy will.
: ( Returning and laying dorn a key).
I leave thee this; thou wilt consider of it.
Say, is there aught that thou wouldst have me do?
ANTONIO.
Send me a priest. Though only such transgressions
As youthful folly prompts rest on my mind, i
Yet would my soul, shrived by some holy man, -
His ghostly counsel take, and be at peace.
HENRIQUEZ.
And be at peace! Ay, ghostly counsel may
To such as thou give peace. O could il also~—e.
I know an aged friar, wise and prudent :

Thou shalt be satisfied. . ' - (Exit.
aNtoNIo (afler following himw witk his eye as he ascends the stair at the bottom
of the slage).

* But that it were so horrid and unnatural,
A thing at strife wilh all consistent thoughts,
I could believe —— No; ’tis impossible.
) (Ret.res to tl.e botlom of the stage, and the scene chnn.)

The noble conduct of Antonio produces the effect which might
be expected on a mind such as that of Henriquez. He now
steels himself for his task of penance; and his first step is to un-
bosom his guilt to a confessor. This scene is a very npoble one;
and the close, in particular, of remarkable beauty. The friar
entreats him to betake himself to prayer and pepance,—urging
that the sufferings of the body would relieve the sufferings of
the mind. Henriquez answers—

¢ The sufferings of the body! They are powerless.

. ( Shoming his hand).

See here, short while, in agony of thought,

Pacing the armory where hangs the mail

Which Juen wore, when in Tolosa’s field

We fought the turban’d Moslems side by side ;

It was his gift, which I did beg of him,

In the proud joy 1 felt at his high deeds.

How swell’d my heart! A braver knight in arms

Fought not that day. Bold heart and potent hand,

And lofly mien and eyes that flash’d with valour.

Where run my words? 1 have forgot their drift.
FRIAR,

Something which happened in the armory.
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HENRIQUEZ.

Ay, in the armory, as I have said,

1 struck my hand, in vehemence of action,

On a spik’d shield, nor knew till afterwards, . .
When the wild fit was past, and o6zing blood

Loaded -my clammy touch, that in my flesh

The broken iron was sheath’d.

No; what can corporeal pain or penance do?

That which inflicts the mental wound, which rends

The hold of pride, wrenching the bent of nature ;

*Tis that alone hath power.  Yet from the effort

Nature starts back; my mind, stunn’d at the thought, -
Loses the use of thought.

FRUAR.
1 do not understand you ; good, my Lord.

HENRIQUEZ.
It matters not; you will, perhaps, hereafter.

* FRIAR. ‘
You are at present feeble and exhausted,
And lack repose ; retire a while, my son.
Hark! on the walls without, do you not hear
The warder’s call to note the rising morn?

HENRIQUEZ.

Themorn! And what have I to do with morn?
The redd’ning sky, the smoking camp, the stir
Of tented sleepers rousing to the call.

The snorting steed, in harness newly dight,

Did please my fancy once. Ay; and the sweetness
Of my still native woods, when, through the mist,
They showed at early dawn their stately oaks,
Whose dark’ning forms did gradually appear

Like slow approaching friends, known doubtfully.
These pleased me once in better days ; but now
My very soul within me is abhorrent

Of every pleasant thing ; and that which cheers
The stirring soldier or the waking hind,

That which the traveller blesses, and the child
Greets with a shout of joy, as from the door

Of his pent cot he issues to the air,

Does but increase my misery, ———

1 loathe the light of heaven : let the night,

The hideous unblessed night, close o’er me now,
And ‘close for ever!’

The last act opens in the presence chamber of the king, who
is suddenly informed that Henriquez, attended by his train, and
accompanying a prisoner, requested audience. The king, after
expressing surprise at this ‘unwonted form’ of bringing his pri-
soner tothe royal court, gives orders for the admittance of Hen-
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riquez. He enters, and reminding the king of his late pledge,
when he presented him with the ring, to grant Lim whatever suit
he should ask, requests him to swear upon his sword that he
would now grant the boon he was about to demand. The king
answers—

<1 swear, by the firm honour of a soldier,
To grant thy boon, whatever it may be.
Declare it then, Henriquez. (4 pause).
Thou art pale,
And silent too : I wait upon thy words.

HENRIQUEZ.
My breath forsook me. ’Tis a passing weakness :
I have power now.—There is a criminal,
Whose guilt before your Highness in due form
Shall shortly be attested ; and my boon
Is, that.your Highness will not pardon him,
However strongly you may be inclined
To royal clemency,—however strongly
Entreated so to do. :

KING.

This much amazes me.  Ever till now,
Thou ’st been inclined to mercy, not to bloed.

HENRIQUEZ.

Yea ; but this criminal, with selfish cruelty,
With black ingratitude, with base disloyalty
To all that sacred is in virtuous lies,

Knilting man’s heart to man—— What shall T say ?
I have no room to breathe.  (Tearing open his doublel witk violence).
He had a friend,

Ingenuous, faithful, generous, and noble :

Ev’n but to look on him had been full warrant
Against th’ accusing tongue of man or angel

To all the world beside,—and yet he slew him.

A friend whose fost’ring love had been the stay,
The guide, the solace of his wayward youth,—
Love steady, tried, unwearied,—yet he slew him.
A friend, who in his best devoted thoughts,

His happiness on earth, his bliss in heaven,
Intwined his image, and could nought devise

Of sep’rate good,—and yet he basely slew him ;
Rush’d on him like a ruffian in the dark,

And thrust him forth from life, from light, from nature,
Unwitting, unprepared for th’ awful change

Death brings to all.  This act so foul, so damned,
This he hath done: therefore upon his head

Let fall the law’s unmitigated justice.

KING.
And wherefore doubt’st thou that from such a man
I will withhold all grace? Were he my brother
1 would not pardon him. Produce your criminal. .
. (Those who have ANTONIO in custody lead kim forwar ).
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HENRIQUEZ (molioning with his hand lo forbid them).
Undo his shackles; he is innacent.

KING.
What meaneth this? Produce your criminal.

HENRIQUEZ (kneeling ).

My royal Master, he is at your feet.

(A cry of astonishment is heard through the hall ; the Kina, staggering back
Jrom the spol, is supported by an Allendant, while CarrLos and AN-
TONIO, now free from his felters, run to HENRIQUEZ, who conlinues
kneeling, and bend over him in deep concern ).

The conclusion may be easilyimagined. Henriquez, deaf to all
entreaties from the king, and inaccessible even to those of
Leonora, adheres firmly to his purpose. He is condemned on
his own confession, and at his own request; and the play closes
with the sound of the bell which announces the preparation for
his execution. . :

We have quoted liberally from this play, because it is unques-
tionably the finest in these volumes. The ‘Separation,’ which ap-
proaches nearest to it in dramatic effect, is still far inferior as a
whole. It turns, like ¢Henriquez,’ on a murder and its ex-
piation, but the circumstances under which the deed of Garcio
has been committed, render it impossible to regard him with
that sympathy which is awakened for Henriquez, by the fatal
error under which his crime has taken place. While we grant
that-Miss Baillie has done all in her power to overcome the in-
herent difficulty of such a conception, and to render Garcio as
little revolting as the perpetrator of a midnight murder upon a .
sleeping man can be supposed to be; we canuot but feel that her
success is still imper(fect, and the general effect of the drama un-
satisfactory. Henriquez no doubt murders his friend—but under
the influence of a passion which ¢takes the reason prisoner,” and
deceived by a train of circumstances which seemed to lead -to
¢ conclusions most forbidden.” Garcio murders only his enemy
—but he murders him in his sleép—and with no other excuse,
but that he had opposed his suit to his sister, and had dismissed
him with words of passion and contempt. The general idea of
the piece consists in the discovery, after long years, of Garcio’s
crime by the Countess—the sister of that Ulrico whom he had
murdered ; and her determination, when the avowal is made, to
separate herself for ever from the murderer ;—a determination to
which Garcio himself, moved by religion, submits. He disap-
pears, leaving the Countess in possession of the castle : his very
name is almost forgotten.  But he reappears once more, to save
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the Countess from the attack of enemies by whom the castle is
besieged—and in saving her to receive that death which he had
so long courted. ,

We feel little inclination to dwell on what may be considered
the minor performances in these volumes. There are some stir-
ring and forcible scenes in the prose tragedy of ¢ Witcheraft ;’ and
much delightful poetry is wasted upon a most intractable ground-
work in the ‘Phantom.” We cannot resist quoting from this
play, one specimen of those beautiful lyrics with which Miss
Baillie occasionally adorns her dramas.

«I’ve seen the moon gleam through the cave,
And minute drops like diamonds glancing;
P’ve seen, upon a heaving wave,
The tressy-headed mermaid dancing :
But ne’er was seen, in summer night,
Beneath the mocn, in brightness riding,
A moving thing, to charm the sight,
Like Flora to her Malcolm gliding.

¢1've heard a pibroch, through the wind,
As absent chief his home was nearing ;
A half-stripp’d infant, sweetly kind,
With mimic words its mother cheering :
But ne’er were evening sounds so sweet,
As, near the spot of promise stealing,
The quick, soft tread of Flora’s feet,
Then whisper’d words, herself revealing.

*My boat I've fastened to the stake,

And on the shelly beach am pacing,
While she is passing moor and brake,

On heatber braes her shadow tracing ;
And here we’ll pass a happy hour,

For hours and years of bliss preparing,
When we shall grace our girdled tower,

Lands, life, and love together sharing.

The ‘Homicide,” though containing some striking scenes, ismore
interesting from situation than from the developement of charac-
ter; and the ¢ Stripling,” we fairly confess, seems to us unworthy
of Miss Baillie. The ¢ Martyr,” however, is in a higher style ;—
and though not perhaps very dramatic, has a tone of nobleness
and devotion about it which are highly attractive. Of the come-
dies we say nothing, because we can say little that would be
agreeable to Miss Baillie or to ourselves.

Since this article was written, we perceive that Miss Baillie has
obtained one object of her wishes, and that the ¢ Separation’ and
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¢ Henriquez’ have been represented on the stage; but neither
with any brilliant success. That the ¢ Separation’ should not
have succeeded we feel little surprise; for its faults are great as
well as i(s beauties; and the interest, which is at its height in the
third act, almost vanishes with the disclosure of the murder, and
the announcement of the Countess’s determination. But nothing
has led us so completely to despair of the revival of true dramatic
laste among us, as the announcement we have just noticed in a
newspaper that ‘Henriquez,” when represented before a London
audience, had been treated, like its predecessors, with comparative
coldness ; and that its announcement for repetition had been re-
ceived with some tokens of disapprobation !

Art.V.—Memoirs of the Life of Str Humphry Davy, Bart.,
L.L.D., F.R.S., Foreign Associate of the Institute of
France. By his Brother, Joan Davy, M.D. F.R.S. 2 vol.
8vo. London : 1836. :

ince the age of Sir Isaac Newton, the History of British
"Science has recorded no discoveries of equal importance with
those of Sir Humphry Davy. The researches of Black, Priest-
ley, and Cavendish, however important in their results, were less
brilliant in their generalizations, less striking in their individual
phenomena, less indicative of inventive talent, and less fruitful in
their practical applications. In placing Sir Humphry Davy,
therefore, at the head of British Chemists, we cannot anticipate
an appeal from our decision ;—and if any dissenting voice shall
be raised, it will proceed only from the sacred recesses of person-
al esteem or family affection.* : '
But it is no doing justice to Sir Humphry Davy to compare
him with the sages of his own country, or the academicians of his
own school. A philosopher maybe the Facile Princeps—the ac-

* ¢ Mr Davy, not yet thirty-two years of age, occupied, in theopinion~
of all that co:l{d judge of such labours, the first rank among the chemists
of this or of any otherage ; it remained for him, Ly direct service render-
ed to society, to acquire a similar degree of reputation in the minds of the
eneral public.’—Cuvier’s Eloge of Sér H. Davy. M. Dumas alsa has
eclared, that Davy was the geatest chemical genius that ever appeared.
—Dr Pagis’s Life of Davy, vol. ii. p. 31. .
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knowledged sovereign of a small domain, and yet occupy a sub-
ordinate place among the prouder dynasties of European science.
This, however, was not the sceptre which our auther wielded.
The age which he adorned was the brightest era of chemical dis-
covery. In its galaxy of immortal names, there shone those of
Berzelius, Volta, Wollaston, Dalton, Gay Lussac, and Thenard;
and in the race of glory which they pursued, even national par-
tiality will scarcely refuse the palm to Siv Humphry Davy.

Though thus placed at the head of European chemists, and
that too inthe Augustan age of chemistry, we must still claim
for our author a higher distinction. In contemplating science in
its individual objects, it is of little consequence by whom it is
pursued, and by what means, and under what circumstances,
these objects are accomplished. If an alchymist stumbles upon
a new metal at the bottom of his crucible, the discovery is of the
same value as if it had formed the last link of a long train of in-
ductive research. But, with reference to the intellectual charae-
ter and merits of the discoverer, and to the general principles and
" methods by which nature is to be interrogated, it is of essential
importance to know the state of the subject to be investigated,—
the difficulties with which it is beset,—thLe qualifications of the
enquirer—the means within his reach,—and the processes by
which he is led to discovery.

When Newton established the law of gravity, and applied it
to the planetary motions, he but completed the labours of a pre-
vious age. Had not misfortune and the apathy of Princes chilled
the ardour of Kepler, he might have anticipated bim in the dis-
covery; and Hooke, and Halley, and Wren, were within a neck
of the goal at which Newton carried off the prize. Trained at
the foot of Barrow, and in the geometry of Cambridge, and in
the full enjoyment of academical leisure, Newton was well equir
ped for the contest, while his less prepared antagonists run in
the harness of professional occupations. In the achievement, in-
deed, of this grand discovery, we witness the triumph of fortune
as well as of talent; and it is not detracting from his high merits
when we say, that had he lived in another age, Newton would
have had many equals. .

Sir Humphry Davy’s successful analysis of the earths is in-
ferior to the discovery of Universal Gravitation only in its in-
fluence over the imagination. To separate, without the aid of
the crucible, new metals of rare and surprising properties from
the earths and alkalies which we tread under our feet—from lime
magnesia, soda, baryles, &c.—was a discovery greatly in advance
of the age when it was made. No prophetio sagacity had placed
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it among the probabilities of science. No previous skill had
made the slightest approximation to it. It lay among the most
recondite mysteries of chemistry, and but for the genius and pa-
tience of our young and ardent philosopher, it might have remain-
ed another century in the labyrinth through which he traced it.
Nor bad Davy the preparation either of academical knowledge, or
of experimental instruction. No adept in chemical analysis had
imparted to him the wisdom of his experience ; nor had the trea-
sures of a foreign pilgrimage placed him above his rivals in dis-
covery. His methods and his skill were his own, and whatever
were their defects, they were supplied by a ready genius and an
intellectual energy which triumphed over every obstacle. The
circumstances, too, of his early career, must add greatly to a just
and impartial estimate of his merits. Raised from a humble po-
sition in society, he was the creator of his own fortune. No
titled patron cheered him on, in his career; but, urged by the na-
tive impulses of a lofty ambition, he became the instructor of his
fellow-citizens in the metropolis, and from their munificence and
public spirit he received that assistance in his researches, which
in other countries is proffered by the sovereign or by the govern-
ment.

In placing the discoveries of the chemist on the same level with
those of the natural philosopher, we are aware that we expose
ourselves to the animadversions of local prejudice; and to the cen-
sure of those heretics in knowledge who weigh intellectual, as they
do natural food, by the pound, and whoregard bulk as the sub-
lime in science as it is in nature; but those who feel no interest
in the decision will at once admit the correctness of our principle,
that the merit of discovery must always consist in the nature and
extent of the mental efforts by which it has been achieved; and
can never bear the smallest relation to the magnitude and distance
of the objects to which these efforts are applied. In behalf of the
natural philosopher, we must, on the other hand, plead the un~
popular character of his subjects, the slow growth ofhis reputa-
tion, and the limited sphere within which he shines. The ra-
diance which fancy throws round the labours of the astronomer-is
visible only to a small number of worshippers; and even the few
who kneel at his shrine, are led more by the testimony of his dis-
ciples than by a real appreciation of his miraculous deeds. The
chemist, on the contrary, appeals directly to our own senses. He
exhibits new elements, new compounds, and new phenomena,
which dazzle and astonish his audience; and though he may not
make them master of the various steps of his processes, or popu-
larize the theoretical views which they involve, he yet conveys
enough (o justify their admiration, and to unite their efforts in
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swelling the general applause which is offered to his name. Bril-
Jiant as is the commencement of such a reputation, it is not on
that account the less enduring. While there are many meteors
that leave only a phosphoric gleam, there are others, perhaps,
of less splendour, that throw down a shower of new bodies into
the treasury of science.

If our readers are impressed with the correctness of the view
which we have taken of the scientific merits of Sir Humphry
Davy, they will feel a deep interest in the general account which
we propose to give of his life and labours ; but before we proceed
to this agreeable task, we must take some notice of a paiaful con-
troversy which bas unbappily arisen between his two able bio-

hers.
5I‘Apﬁel' the death of Sir Humphry Davy, Dr Ayrton Paris was
solicitedfrom various quartersto writealife of his friend. Although
he bad received from Lady Davy not only her ¢ unqualified per-
¢ mission to become thebiographer of her busband, butalso several
¢ important documents, he still felt that Dr Davy might desire to
¢ accomplish the task of recording the scientific services of his
¢ distinguished brother; and, had that been the case, he should
¢ most undoubtedly bave retired without the least hesitation or
¢ reluctance; but he was assured by those who were best cal-
¢ culated to form an opinion upon this point,—for he was himself
¢ absent from England,—that motives of delicacy, which it was
¢ easy to appreciate, would at once lead him to decline an under-
¢ taking embarrassed with so many personal considerations.’
Dr Paris, however, was not correctly informed of the views of
Dr Davy. Possessed of the MSS., Note Books, and Journals
of Sir Humphry, this excellent individual and able chemist,
as soon as he perceived their value, felt it an imperative duty to
undertake the biography of his brother. The manner in which
he has performed this task is highly creditable to his talents and
learning. He has surmounted, with much delicacy and good
taste, the personal considerations which Dr Paris refers to as em-
barrassing the undertaking; and he has recorded his brother’s
labours with all that modesty and genuine feeling which was ex-
pected by those who have the pleasure of his acquaintance. The
important documents, too, which be has published for the first
time, are extremely valuable; and enable us to form a more cor-
rect judgment than we could otherwise have done of the scientific
character and general attainments of his brother. With this high
and sincere praise, we regret that we are obliged to mingle even
the slightest disapprobation; but we are sure that the least sen-
sitive admirers of Sir Humphry Davy’s reputation have felt, in
the perusal of these memoirs, that they contain letters and discus-
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sions which may provoke a bitter hostility against his name; and
which, even without this risk, should never have found a place in
so distinguished a biography. Inmaking this criticism, we must,
at the same time, state, in justice to Dr Davy, that these docu-
ments and discussions were inserted with the amiable object of
removing unfavourable impressions of his brother’s character,
which he conceives to have been made by the memoir of Dr Paris.
¢ The nature,’ says he, ¢ of Dr Paris’s work confirmed me in my
¢ design. There appeared to be much in it that was objection-
¢ able, many things which were incorrect, and that the general
‘tone and tendency of it were to lower the character of my
¢ brother in public estimation ; not,indeed,ns aman of science and
¢ original enquirer, but as a man and a philosopher; and todeliver
¢ his name to posterity with a sullied reputation, charged with
¢ faults which he would have indignantly repelled if living, and
¢ which it has become my duty, believing the charges to be un-
¢ founded, not to allow to pass unrefuted, now he is no more.
¢In writing the Life of my brother, which I now offer to the
¢ public, from the commencement to the termination of my labour
‘1 bave kept in view one great object, the developement of his
¢ character as fully as possible, trusting that his best vindication
¢ from calumny will thus be insured ; and believing, with his ex-
¢ cellent and attached friend, Mr Poole, that ¢‘the more his whole
¢ being is known, the more the man will be esteemed and loved,
¢ the more the philosopher thanked and venerated.”* Under the
influence of these feelings, Dr Davy has composed a defensive
eulogy of his brother; and has allowed a controversial vein to carry
its iron stain through the Parian marble on which he has record-
ed the noblest deeds.

But even if Dr Paris’s memoir was liable to so severe a rebuke,
Dr Davy should have treated it with the dignity of silence. He
should have delineated the form, and embodied the pressure of
the *whole being’ of his brother, without emblazoning on a sepa-
rate tablet the caricatures and anamorphisms in which it had
been drawn. We cannot, however, admit the guilt of Dr Paris ; and
a sense of duty obliges us to acknowledge, that he has ably dis-
charged the duties of a biographer, and with a powerful eloquence
and a lofty enthusiasm, has reared an imperishable monument to
the memory of his friend. Possessed of a vigorous imagination,
and alive to the ‘facetiw of human character, he may have, insome
cases, needlessly enlivened the austerity of scientific detail with

*From a letter lo_the author, quoted jn the Preface, page viil.
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which serve only to attest its presence and to enhance its blaze.
When the peculiarities of illustrious men neither spring from
their studies, nor are allied to their genius, it is perhaps unkind
to exhibit them to vulgar observation. The bust of a great man
should not be elaborated by the minute chiseling of the Dutch
school—but who would not have forgiven Phidias for leaving a
wrinkle on the front of Jove whilst he preserved the features of
thegod?

Sir Humphry Davy was born at Penzance, in Cornwall, on the
17th December, 1778, of humble but respectable parents. His
father was a carver in wood, and his mother the daughter of a
mercer in Penzance. Both of them seem to have been much
elevated above their apparent station in society; and they fostered
with the most anxious care the early talents of their eldest child.
A highly retentive memory—an early passion for poetry—a love
of romantic incident—a taste for angling, even in the gutters
of the streets—and an irresistible fondness for the chemistry of
squibs and crackers, were the first blossoms of that genial fruit
which ripened so early in the morning of his life. Though he
took the lead among his schoolfellows, yet he did not relish the
classical repast which was daily served up to him; and he states
it as having been a particular source of rejoicing when he left the
school of Truro for ever. In his leisure hours, he was the poet-
laureate and the romancer of the circle which he enlivened. He
shone pre-eminently as the general author of valentines and love-
letters. He was the foremost in every harmless frolic; and he
did not scruple to frighten his grandmnother, who inhabited a
haunted house in Tregony, by emerging from her cupboard, and
in the character of a sheeted ghost walking across her apart-
ment. :

After quitting school, at the age of filteen, he began that course
of study by which he raised himself to such an elevated station.
His first efforts were desultory and unsuccessful. The allure-
ments with which youth is commonly beset, and the idle occupa-
tions which are too often encouraged as salutary and manly ex-
ercises, relaxed his purposes, and threatened to draw him into the
vortex of idleness and dissipation. The death of his father in
December 1794, which marked this crisis, gave a new tone to
his character; and in the affliction by which Providence cast a
bereaved family upon his care, he found the beacon which warned
him from vice, and the star in the east which conducted him-to

lory.
*,; H)z’aving thus gained a firm footing on the green sward of man-
hood, his purposesbecame moresettled, and his courselessdevious.
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He selected medicine as his profession; and in February 1795 he
was apprenticed to Mr Borlase, an able surgeon and apothecary
in Penzance. His plan of study was universal in its extent. It
embraced seven languages, from English to Hebrew, and all the
physical and moral sciences, from theology and astronomy down
to rhetoric and mechanics. He committed to writing his views
on these subjects;—and speculations on religion and politics,—on
metaphysics and morals—are placed in his note books in juxtapo-
sition with stanzas of poetry and fragments of romance. A sys-
tem of mathematical study seems to have replaced for a while
these desultory pursuits; but relapsing anew into the subtleties
of metaphysics, we find him drawing from the deepest wells of
the sceptical philosophy;—refreshing himself at the more salu-
brious fountains of Scotch metaphysics—and finally submerged in
the black sea of German transcendentalism. In 1796, he enter-
ed upon studies more congenial with his profession; but still of
too presumpluous a character to be useful. In imitation of
Hartley and Brown, he attempted to explain the phenomena of
life by a few abstract principles; but he was not pleased with his
theories, and in the following year, 1797, we find him more pro-
fitably occupied in the study of natural philosophy.

It is a remarkable circumstance, that till he reached his nine-
teenth year, Mr Davy had never seriously entered upon the study
of chemistry. Lavoisier’s ‘Elements’ and Nicholson’s ¢ Chemical
‘Dictionary’ were the first books which engaged his attention.
Not satisfied with their perusal, he tried the speculative views of
Lavoisier by the test of experiment; and he flattered himself that
he was able to overturn the leading doctrines of the French
school. The apparatus which served him in these early experi-
ments, were phials, wine glasses, tea cups, tobacco pipes, and
earthen crucibles; and Dr Paris has ventured to add, that his
pneumatic apparatus was fabricated from a syringe * with which
a shipwrecked French surgeon had rewarded his kindness.

During the winter of 1797, Mr Davy was fortunate in making
the acquaintance of MrGregory Watt and Mr Davies Gilbert,
his successor in the chair of the Royal Society; and from the

. *Why does Dr Davy deny this statement about the syringe? Dr
Paris, on Mr Davies Gilbert's authority, had surely better grounds for
making it than Dr Davy for contradicting it, merely because none of his
family bad heard of it! We consider a syringe a very respectable article,
and have seen it perform very creditab?;' the part of cylinder and piston
1n a steam-engine. -
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congenial studies of the one, and the extensive knowledge and
native kindness of the other, he reaped advantages of no common
kind. In these, and in almost all the events of his early life,
fortune lavished her favours upon our young philosopher.. He
had now become a correspondent of Dr Beddoes on the nature of
light and heat ; and his views on these difficult subjects had ap-
peared so correct and valuable, that he offered him the manage-
ment of the Pneumatic Institution at Clifton, which he had suc-
ceeded in establishing. The object which he contemplated was
to try the medicinal effects of the different gases, with the view
of discovering remedies for those diseases which.had bid defiance
to medical aid; and in order to study the physical effects of these
powerful agents, an hospital was provided for patients,—a labo-
ratory for experimental enquiry, and a theatre for lecturing. In
the delightful family of Dr Beddoes, under whose roof Mr
Davy at first lived, he met with the choicest society,—among
others with Mr Southey, Mr Coleridge, and Mr Tobin, who were
then like himself commencing their intellectual career ;—and
though the conversation of these poets, and the beautiful vici-
nity of Clifton, kept alive his poetical feeling, he yet devoted
an ample portion of his time to the more sober studies which
his new duties required.

The ambition of becoming an author is perhaps the earliest
sin against prudence which is meditated by a man of genius;
and it is almost invariably the first of which he repents. Mr
Davy was unlucky in having it fostered rather than checked by
his amiable patron. The speculative character of Dr Beddoes
had led him, as we have before stated, to adopt the theoretical
views of his young friend on light and heat; and therefore he did
not scruple to recommend their publication. He even became
their editor; and Mr Davy was thus induced to give to the world,
in 1799, a volume of Scientific Essays,” which, to use the ex-
pressions of Dr Davy, abound in ‘wild and visionary specula-
¢tions,” ‘partial reasonings,” and ‘erroneous experiments.’ Al-
though the author was among the first to recognise the fallacy of
his own theories, yet the volume exhibits a powerful mind, full
of energy and genius, and fitted, after more mature training, for
the highest efforts of discovery.

* ¢ Contributions to Physical and Medical Knowledge, principally from
the West of England.’ " They were designated ¢ Essays on Heat and
Light, and the Combinations ol'y Light; with a new Theory of Respiration;
on the Generation of Oxygen Gas and the causes of the Colours of Or«
ganic Beings.’ Pp. 205,
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The next subject which occupied Mr Davy’s attention was the
existence of silex in the epidermis of certain plants. * The son
of Mr. Coates of Clilton had perceived a luminous appeargnce
upon accidentally rubbing together two pieces of bonnet cane in
the dark. Mr Davy instantly embarked in the enquiry. He
found that all canes produced sparks during their friction : that
they were much more vivid in collision, and were even as bright
as those of a gun flint lock when the pieces were violently struck
together. He soon found that this was owing to silex in the
epidermis of the canes. T Out of 22 grains of epidermis, he ob-
tained 9 of silex; and out of 240 grains of the wood, only 2
grains of silex. The same remarkable ingredient he detected in
the sugar cane and bamboo, in the arundo phragmites, in the
stalks of wheat, oats, and barley, and in several of the grasses,
such as the anthoxanthum, and Poa pratensis. Dr Wollaston
afterwards discovered silex in the wood of the teak-tree; and on
examining the équisetaceous and farinaceous plants, by entirely
different methods, Sir David Brewster found the silex arranged in
beautiful symmetrical patterns, each crystal having a regular axis
of double refraction, and placed in elegant groups round the
glands of the plant. ,

Having removed, in 1799, fromthe house of Dr Beddoes tothat
of the Institution, Mr Davy devoted himself with zeal and dili-
gence (o the investigation of the effects of gases on respiration.,
He was fortunate enough to make his first experiments with the
nitrous oxide, the results of which have excited so general an in-
terest. These experiments laid the foundation of his work, en-
titled ¢ Researches, Chemical and Philosophical, chiefly concern-
¢ing Nitrous Oxide and its respiration;’ 1 which, had he never.
writtenany thingelse, would have placed himina respectable rank
among original enquirers. The physiological part of the volume
is of course the most interesting ; but particularly that portion of
it in which he gives an account of the hazardous experiments
which he made upon himself, and the mental and physical ex-
citement which they produced. As the details of these experi-
ments are preity generally known, we might have been justified
in merely stating their result; but the leading experiment which
Mr Davy made upon himself, is so thoroughly a portion of his
personal history that we cannot properly withhold it from our
readers.

* Published in Nicholson’s Journal. 4to. Vol iii, p. 56. .

+ This fact had been long known in India, where jungles had been set
on fire by the mutnal friction of the bamboos in high winds.

} Published in 1800, in &vo.
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¢ ¢«<In April I obtained nitrous oxide in a state of purity, and ascertain-
ed many of its chemical properties. Reflections upon these properties,
and upon the former trials, made me resolve to endeavour to inspire it in
its pure form ; for I saw no other way in which its respirability or powers
could be determined. .

¢¢1 was aware of the danger of this experiment: it certainly never
would have been made if the hypothesis of Dr Mitchell had in the least
influenced my mind. I thought that the effects might be possibly depres-
sing or painful; but there were many reasons which induced me to be-
lieve that a single inspiration of gas, apparently possessing no immediate
action on the irritable fibre, could neither destroy, nor materially injure,
the powers of life.” This resolution he carried into effect on the Ilth of
April, and again on the 16th and 17th; when he experienced for the
first time the remarkable intoxicating operation of the gas. The follow-
ing isdhis account of the experiment, and of the sensations which he per-
ceived :— .

¢ < Having previgusly closed my nostrils, and exhausted my lungs, I
breathed,” he says, ¢“ four quarts of the nitrous oxide from and into a silk
bag. The firstfeelings were similar to those produced in'the last experi-
ment (viz., a sense of fulness of the head ; loss of voluntary power, etc.);
but in less than half a minute, the respiration being -continued, they
diminished .gradually, and were succeeded by a sensation analagous to
gentle pressure on all the muscles, attended by a highly pleasurable thrill-
ing, particularly in the chest and extremities. The objects around me
became dazzling, and my hearing more acute. Towards the last ingpira-
tions, the thrilling increased ; the sense of muscular power became greater;
and at last an irresistible propensity to action was imfulged in. Irecollect
but indistinctly what followed. Yknow that my motions were various
and violent. These effects very soon ceased after respiration: in ten
minutes I had recovered my natural state of mind. The thrilling 'ip the
extremities continued longer than the other sensations. This experiment
was made in the morning: no languor nor exhaustion was consequent ;
my feelings throughout the day were as usual; and I passed the night'ip *
undisturbed repose. The next morning the recollections of the effects of
the gas were very indistinct; and had not remarks, written immediately
after the experiments, recalled them to my mind, I should have even
doubted of their reality. I was willing, indeed, to attribute some of the
strong emotion to the enthusiasm which I had supposed must have been
necessarily connected with the pereeption of agreeable feelings, when I
was prepared to experience painful sensations. Two experiments, how-
ever, made in the course of this day with scepticism, convinced me that
the effects were solely owing to the specific operation of the gas.”’

In continuing these experiments, Mr Davy ventured to breathe
carbonated hydrogen, carbonic acid gas, azote, hydrogen and ni-
trous gas, and in these rash and uncalled for trials he had more
than once nearly sacrificed his life.

The reputation which these researches could not fail to bring,
opened up new and valuable prospects. The Royal Institution,
which Count Rumford had recently established in London, being
about to lose the services of Dr Garnet, Mr Davy was recom-
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mended as his successor ; and was appointed assistant lecturer on
chemistry, and director of the laboratory, with the view of being
raised to the professorship in the following year. In the spring
of 1801 he delivered his first lecture, which fully justified the ex-
pectations of his friends. He became, in short, a highly popnla.r
lecturer, by his natural eloquence, his chemical knowledge, his
felicitous illustrations, and his well-conducted experiments.
+ At the commencement of his scientific career, the mind of
Mr Davy seems to haye been inclined to subjects of practical
utility. In 1803 he was much occupied with chemical re-
searches connected with agriculture, having been previously en-
gaged by the Board of Agriculture, to deliver a course of lectures
to its members on the connexion of chemistry with vegetable
physiology. These lectures he continued to deliver for ten
years ; and in 1813, when they were discontinued, he published
them at the request of the Board, with the title of ¢ Elements
¢ of Agricultural Chemistry,’ During the same period, he was
engaged in experiments on astringent vegetables and tanning,
and he made journeys to Scotland and Ireland, of a geological
nature, with the view of improving bis lectures on that science,
of which he delivered the first course in 1805.
During his first excursion to Ireland in 1805, in company with
Sir Thomas Bernard, he paid a visit to the well-known patron
_of the fiorin grass, Dr Richardson, at Portrush, where he met
" the late Bishop of Raphoe and his sister Lady Brownrigg, who
has given the following interesting description of Mr Davy, and
of a theological argument which he had with one of the party.

¢ ¢] wasvery young,” Lady Brownrigg writes, ¢ when I had first the
pleasure of seeing your highly gifted brother. We had been invited (I
say e, for I was then with the Bishop of Raphoe) bKl Dr Richardson to
go to his cottage at Portrush, ¢to meet the famous Mr Davy.’ We ar-
rived a short time before dinner. In passing through a room we saw a
youth, as he appeared, who had come in from fishing, and who, with
a little note-book, was seated in a window-seat, having left a bag, rod,
etc. on the ground. He was very intent upon this little book, and we
passed throogh unnoticed. We shook bands with our host and hostess,
and prepared for dinner. When | went into the drawing-room, under
some little awe of this great philosopher, annexing to such a character
at least the idea of an elderly grave gentleman, not, perhaps, with so
large a wig as Dr Parr, or so sententious a manner as Dr Johnson,—
but certainly I never calculated on being introduced to the identical
youth, with. a little brown head, like a boy, that we bad seen with his
ook, and-who, when 1 came into the druwing-room, was in the most
animated manner recounting an adventure on the Causeway which
had entertained him, and, from his manner of telling it, was causing loud
" laughing in the whole room. The evening passed very agreeably; my
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brother played chess with Sir Hamphry; but after supper a very inte-
resting occurrence took place. A poor unfortunate gentleman, who ex-
emplified that a °little learning is a dangerous thing,’ had thought to
show his wit and wisdom in being a professed sceptic, and had volunteer-
ed a visit to Dr Richardson, in order to be made known to Mr Davy,
anticipating a triumph over the two divines, when he had the powerful
aid of the great philosopher to overthrow the Christian religion. There-
fore, as soon as we ladies had retired, this disciple of Voltaire and the rest
of the Encyclopedists openly began, and was elated by the silent and deep
attention with which the philosopher-listened to him ; while my irritable
friend, Dr Richardson, exhibited great symptoms of annoyance : how-
ever, all the forms of attack from this esprit fort were poured into the
ears of your brother. At last he paused, full of triumphant expectation,
when, to the inexpressible deli%ht of my brother, in the finest tone of
eloquence, and with a fervour of piety, your delightful brother defended
Chbristianity in such a manner that, as the Bishop said, the effect upon
him was such that he stood up, feeling, for the first time, that impulse
which made the congregation all rise at some splendid barst of religious
fervour in a sermon of Bourdaloue or Massillon.  Your brother, wheu he
had completely put down his opponent, turned in the prettiest manner to
the two clergymen, and apologised for having ‘taken up the weapons
which would have been so much more ably wielded in their hands.” The
finished their wine and water, and l-l)arted for the might. At breakfast our
deistical friend did not appear. He had actually skulked off to his home,
some forty Irish miles from this memorable scene.”” ’

Either before, or perhaps in consequence of this event, the
Bishop of Durham and Sir Thomas Bernard had urged Mr
Davy to enter into the church, and held out to him the brightest
prospects of preferment ; but his mind was too intent on scien-
tific fame to quit the studies which he had so successfully be-

In 18086, Mr Davy made a second visit to Ireland, and his
brother has published a considerable portion of the journal which
he kept during his tour. His views of the political state of Ire-
land are occasionally mingled with his geologieal descriptions ;
and had our limits permitted us we should have transferred some
of these to our pages. In the present crisis of the political re-
generation of that unhappy country, it is interesting to observe,
that the grand principle upon which it is now governed is recog-
nised in the letters of Davy and his correspondent. ¢ I have very
¢ much,’ says Mr Davy, ¢ to say about Ireland. Itis an island
¢ which might be made a new and a great country ;' and Mc
Poole adds, in confirmation of the views of his friend, ¢ The true
¢ political maxim is, that the good of the whole community is the
¢ good of every individual ; but how few statesmen have ever
¢ been guided by this prineiple? In almost all governments the
¢ plan has been to sacrifice one part of the community to other
¢ parts.’ ***

VOL. LXIlI, NO, CXXVIL H
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The power of eleectrieity, as a chemical agent, seems to have
fixed the attention of Mr Davy soon after he arrived in London.
The first great step in electro-chemical science had been made
by Messrs Nicholson and Carlisle, who, in 1800, discovered the
decomposition of water by the voltaic pile. These chemists also
found that certain metallic solutions were decomposable by the
same agent, and that the alkali was always separated on the ne-
gative plates of the apparatus. Mr Cruikshank discovered that
the muriates of magunesia, soda, and ammonia yielded their
elements to the same power ; and that aLRaLINE Mmatter always
appeared at the NgeaTIVE, and a0 at the positive pole. In the
same year Mr Davy published a series of six papers in Nichol-
son’s Journal, in which he showed that oxygen and hydrogen
were evolved from separate portions of water, even though vege-
table and animal substances intervened; and in electrifying dif-
ferent compounds at the different extremities, he found that
sulphur and metallic substances appeared at the negative pole,
and oxygen and azote at the positive pole, though the bodies
furnishing them were separate from each other. In the same
papers, Mr Davy proved that the electrical effects, and the che-
mical changes going on in the pile were dependent on each other ;
and in 1802, he found that when two separate portions of water,
connected by moist bladder or muscular fibre, were electrified,
nitro-muriatic acid appeared at the positive, and fixed alkali at
the negative pole. Ina series of experiments made in 1803, MM.
Berzelius and Hisinger explained the phenomena, which had
been observed in the pretended formation of muriatic acid and
alkali in water, when acted upon by the pile ; and showed that all
these phenomena depend on general laws, in virtue of which
combustible bodies and salifiable bases collect round the negative
pole, while oxygen and acids collect round the positive pole, when
the pile discharges itself through liquids.

Early in 1806, Mr Davy, who had not seen the previous ex»
periments of the Swedish chemists, directed his attention to the
subject. From a great variety of experimeats he drew the con-
clusion that the combinations and decompositions by electricity
were referable to the law of electrical attractions and repul-
étons; and he advanced the hypothesis that chemical and elec-
trical attraction were produced by the same cause, acting in
one case on particles, in the other on masses; and that the
same property under different eircumstances, was the cause
of all the phenomena exhibited by different voltaic combina-
ttons. The Bakerian lecture which contains these views, was
read to the Royal Society in 1806, entitled ‘ On some Chemical
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Agencies of Electricity.” It was universally regarded as one
of the most valuable contributions which had ever been made
to chemical science ; and the Institute of France awarded to its
author the prize founded by Napoleon for the most important
discoveries in galvanism. .

Guided by the sagacious views which this lecture promulgated,
Mr Davy struckat once into the paths of discovery. How splen-
did was the eonception of ovetpowering the forces of chemical
attraction, by which the elements of apparently simple bodies
were.bound together in a mysterions and seemingly indissoliible
union, by the still more powerful attractions of electri¢ energy,
and thus liberating and displaying to mortal sight those divine
atems—that consecrated dust out of which ¢ all things are and were\
secreated.” H Franklin recsived the palm of immortality for
bringing down and domestieating the lightnings of héaven,
who ean refuse the triple erown to him who took the thanderbolt
in his grasp, and eommassioned it among the refractory powers
of the material world to demend their watchword, and dissolve/
their confederacy? :

In September, 1807, our illustrious ¢hemist applied his great
principle to the analyses of potash, the vegetable alkali. Some
had sopposed it to consist of lime and hydrogen ; others conjec-
tured that it might econtain nitrogen; and Mr Davy himself
conceived that it might eonsist of phosphorus, or sulphur united
to nitrogen. After failing with strong aqueous solutions, and
also with drypotash, from itsbeing a non-conductor, he employed
fused potash, and in this case iaflammable matter was sepa«
rated by the voltaic inflaence. He then tried ¢a piece of potash
¢« moistened, and in this instance inflammable matter was deve-~
‘loped.’ On the 6th of October he found that the ‘matter in-
¢ stantly burnedwhen ittonchedwater, and swamonits surface,
¢ reproducing potash. In dry oxygen gas likewise it burnt into
¢ perfeetly dey potash.’ In like manner, Mr Davy succeeded
in decomposing soda; and when he had thus proved that the two
fixed alkalis were metallic oxides, he immediately supposed that
theearths, which wereso much morelike to metalli¢ oxides than
the fixed alkalis, would be easily decomposed. The delight
which Mr Davy experienced when he first saw the mimute glo-
‘bules of potassim (the new metal) burst through the crust of
potash, and take fire as they entered the atmosphere, was wit-
messed by his relative and assistami Mr Edmund Davy. <He
¢ could mot contain hig joy—he actually danced about the room
¢in ecstatic delight, aad some litle time was réquired for him
¢ to compose himsell swfliciently to continue the experiment.’
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These grand discoveries, which some ascribed to the *enor-
¢ mous batteries which were placed in his hands,’ were the result
of his intellectual powers, not of fortuitous circumstances. His
voltaic battery was within the reach of many of the chemists of
Europe ; and consisted, in fact, of three different batteries united,
one of24 plates of copper and zinc, 12 inches square, another
of 100 plates of 6 inches, and another of 150 plates of 4 inches.

‘While he was recording these splendid discoveries in his second
Bakerian lecture, Mr Davy was thrown into a state of fever, and
laboured under the deepest apprehension that he would die be-
fore he had finished his paper. This state of his mind was the
prelude o a severe and long-protracted disease, which his friend
and physician Dr Babington considered as the result of over-
fatigue and excitement from his experimental labours and disco-
veries. During five weeks ‘he struggled between life and death,’
and it was not till the end of nine weeks that his convalescence
commenced. The anxious enquiries of all ranks exhibited the
personal regard which he commanded, and the public importance
which was attached to his recovery. .
». It wasfortunate for science that Mr Davy survived this severe
malady without any injury to his constitution, or any diminution
of his mental powers. He resumed his enquiries with his wonted
ardour, and by the liberality of the managers and principal mem-
bers of the Royal lnstitution, he was furnished with the means of
pursuing them with success. During his convalescence, a voltaic
battery of 600 double plates, each four inches square, was con-
structed and placed at his disposal; and not long afterwards,
when a more powerful apparatus was thought desirable, the
munificence of a few individuals supplied him with another bat-
tery of no less than 2000 plates.

This powerful artillery was now directed against the earths;
but the task of these analyses was more difficult than he expect-
ed. By electrifying these bodies negatively, when they were
slightly incandescent, and mixed with red oxide of mercury, he
obtainc”? ) o v
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Barium, Strontium, Calsium, and Magnesium, from the earths
in which they were found.

In atlempting to decompose the proper earths, Mr Davy was
less successful. By the ageucy of potassium; however, he was
able to prove that they consist of hases united to oxigen; but he
could not determine whether these bases were merely inflam-
mable substances, or actual inflammable metals. Wobler, Busey,
and Berzelius, solved this important problem. They found
that all the bases of these earths, except Silica, were metallic,
and capable of uniting with iron.

In considering the application of these discoveries, Mr Davy
was led to believe that they would throw somelight on the phe-
nomena of earthquakes aud volcanoes,—on the cause of metero-
lites and falling stars,—and on the formation of the solid crust of
our globe.

¢It appears,’ says ke, ¢ from the experiments of Mr Cavendish, and the
observations of Dr Maskelyne, that the specific gravity of the whole earth
is at least twice as great as that of the known surface. This alone might lead
one to suspect that it contains metallic matter. The specific gravity is
above that of the earths, and below that of the common metals, about the
mean which would be produced by alloys of the metals of the earths. The
eruptions of volcanoes are proved, by numerous facts, to be connected
with the flowing in of water through some subterraneous cavities. And
the resnlts of volcanic fires,—the oxides of the new metals of the earths
are in a state of (usion,—and all the effects are such as may be easi!y con-
ceived, if we suppose them to be the consequence of the action of mois-
tare and air upon wetallic bodies, capable o?being converted into earths
by oxidation. Upon no other principle is it easy to account for the ces-
sation and renovation of volcanic fires, for the enormous quantity- of stony
matter that they pour forth, or for the intense inflammation where there
is no indication of the presence of common combustible materials, or for
the usual results of combustion.
¢ There is in this mass of dry clay a little potassium and strontium. As
long as it is dry it-undergoes no change ; but let it be acted on by mois-
ture, the clay 1s rent in pieces, and active combustion occurs.
* ¢ This minute effect can give onl? a feeble idea of what might be pro-
o . mman ealat * iich the waters of the
metals of the earths.
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place of those which have been degraded and carried off; and, in tha
goneral economy of nature, electrical currents, probably the same as those
exhibited in the Aurora Borealis and Australis, may be the means of dis-’
uniting inflammable matters from oxygen, and separating metals from
their combinations, sq as to preserve a constant and uniform relation be-
tweon tha salid, the fluid, and the periform parts of the globe.’

When Mr Davy visited Italy in 1814 and 1819, he endeavour-
o to vatablish thistheory by an examination of the volcanic phe-
nowena which he had thegood fortuneto wifness in these years.
e evpected to boable to detect inflammable airs issuing from the
valeano, or vising in flames; or to discover among the lavasome
of the waeombined inflammable bases of the alkalis or the earths.
Nutw ithatawding the numerous and even dangerous experiments
d hich he wade for these purposes, they were entirely unsuccessful;
and thowgh e still viewed his speculation with a partial eye,”
he alterw anda gave the preference to the simple hypothesis which
axvribew voloauie fire to the ignited condition of the nucleus of eur
plabie Which acvasionally breaks through the solid crust within
Which 1t imprisoned,

Alihough the social and demestic relations of a great man are
whjeeta ol high terest anong his contemporaries, and form es-
avitial eleiwents of his living chavacter, yet time soon strips him
ol the drapery of hivth and of fortune, and we view him only on
the pedeatal of his discoveries, in the pale marble of hisintellec-
twal grandtenny  ‘The public enriosity, however, will net permit
Wi 0 leave Me Davy Calone in his glory;’ and we must interrupt
ane detail of hiz discoveries to notice the events which marked
thin peviod of his life. Occupied with bis duties as a lecturer,
awl with the pursuit of scientific discovery, and enjoying the
beataociety of the metropolis, Mr Davy had not the ordinary mo-
tivea lor ohanging his domestio habits. He had met, however,
in 1811, with Mrs Appreece, a lady of considerable wealth and
ol great talents, and mutual esteem gradually ripened inta affec- .
tion, In a letter to his mother in 1813, he states to her, ¢ thad
the never would have married, but for this charming woman,
' whose views and whose tastes coincide with my own, and wha
¥ la ewinently qualified to promote my best efforts and objects in
‘lle.' At the levee of the 8th of April, the Prince Regent eon+
Rrred wpon him the howeur of knighthood; and in communicat-

-

hypothesis has been revived by Dr Daubeny. See Dr Davy's
. ii. p. 135; and Dr Daubeay's Reply in the Lond. and
b 1836, p. 249. : 4




eldest son of Sir Thomas Appreece, and heiress of Cbaries

1836. Mewairs of Sir Humphry Deavy. 19

ing this event to his brother, Mr Davy adds, ¢ This distinetion
¢ has not often been beslowed on scientific men; but I am proud
¢ of it, as the greatest of human geniuses bore:it; and it is at
¢ least a proof that the Court has not overlooked my humble of+
¢ forts in the cause of science.” On the following day, Sir H,
Davy delivered his farewell lecture to the Royal Institution; and
onthe 10th he wasmarried to Mrs Appreece;* a lady whose eon-
genial mind and high accomplishments promised him all the blesss
ings of domestic happimess. . . ,

Having taken his leave of the British Institution, and abage«
doned seience as a professional occupation, Sir Humphry looked
forward to his newly-acquired leisure, as enabling him to de«
¢ vate his whole timae to the pursuit of discovery.’ - In this hope,
however, he was disappointed. Had the auxieties of a parent
fixed him in some happy residence, blending with the search fos
truth the hallowed duties of family affection, and chastening the
aspirations of ambition with the griefs and sympathies which new
interests and new joys never fail to engender, the last of his days
might have been as happy as the first, and the end of his caresr
even more illustrions than its commencement. But his des~
tiny was otherwise arranged. From the time of his marriage,
his life was principally that of a traveller and a man of the world ;
and it is a remarkable proof of the great power of his mind, that
under such circamséances he was able to do so much for science.

After publishing the first volume of his ¢ Elements of Chemis
¢ cal Philosephy,’ which he dedicated to Lady Davy, he spent the
summer of 1812 in the Highlands of Scotland. On his return,
he had neasly lost his sight, by the explosion of a detonating com-
pound of azote and chiorine, which had been discovered in
France. On the 5th April, 1813, he formally resigned the che-

- mmical chaiv of the Royal Institution; and having received permis-~

sion ¢ from the French Goverrment to visit the Continest, he lefl
Eugland, aceompanied by Lady Davy.and Mr Faraday; delighted
with the opportunity of gratifying a passion for foreign travel,
which he had long but hopelessly cherished. ‘
This favoured party arrived in Paris on the 27th October,

* Mrs Appreece was the widow of Shuckbargh Ashby Appreeee, Esq.
" ] £m o(’Kelso,,

T This permission was granted at the request of the Institute of France,
to enable Sir Humphry to study the extinct volcanoes in Auvergne,
and afterwards the active ones in Italy, in reference to his new theory of
volcanic actron. N
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1818—a time when the two greatest and most intellectual com-
munities on the globe were in a state of mutunal exasperation.
Such feelings, however, had no existence in the breasts of the
French philosophérs. The reception which they gave to our
eminent countryman was as generous and affectionate as if he had
appeared amongst them at the present moment, when the inte-
rests of the two nations are closely conjoined, and the hearts of
their statesmen and philosophers blended in one common sym-
pathy for domestic ameliorations, and European liberty. Philo-
sophers of all castes—the youthful aspirantand the hoary sage,—
éven his rivals in discovery,—offered their sincere and respectful
homage to the English chemist. Nor was it homage only that
they offered ;—the warmest hospitality, the most unaffected kind-
ness, the most delicate attention to his personal and even his na-
tional feelings, gave a character to the reception of Sir Humpbry,
which it should be the pride of England to remember and to imi-
tate.
At the anniversary dinner of the Philomatic Society, to which
Sir Humphry was invited, he found himself surrounded by the
chivalry of the Imperial Institute—by Cuvier, Humboldt, Arago,
Dumeril, Ampere, Brongniart, Gay Lussac, Thenard, Chevreuil,
and other twenty-three members, with whose names we are
not acquainted. Various toasts, complimentary to the Institu-
tions of France and England, were interchanged; but it was a
memorable feature of the meeting, that though seven-eighths of
the company held office under Napoleon, they omitted the health
of the Emperor, and exposed themselves to personal inconve-
mience, rather than wound the feelings of their English guest. .
* During this visit, Sir Humphry was elected a correspond-
ing member of the Institute ; and in consequence of having
received from M. Ampere a portion of the new substance called
Jodine, which had been discovered by M. Curtois, he was en-
abled to make some important experiments in the laboratory of
M. Chevreuil, which raised that substance to the rank of a new
supporter of combustion. :
* Quitting Paris on the 29th December, Sir Humphry pursued
his continental tour, receiving from all classes the respect and
admiration which were due to him; and prosecuting, whenever he
* ie physical enquiries in which he was inte-
ts on the torpedo at Genoa—on the dia-
1 on the colours used by the ancients at
s and valuable, are not of sufficient im-
space which we require for more inte-




1836. Mewmoirs of Sir Humphry Davy. 121

After havingvisited the most illustrious philosephers in France,
Italy, and Switzerland, Sir Humphry returned {0 England on
the 23d April, 1815 ; and scarcely had he rested himsell from bis
journey, when a new field of discovery was placed within his
view. ¢A society for preventing accidents in coal mines’ had
for more than two years been- making unavailing attempts, and
trying impracticable schemes, for preventing those dreadful ex-
plosions of fire damp, by which hundreds of lives had frequent-
ly been lost. Dr Gray, the late Bishop of Bristol, then rector
of Bishop Wearmouth, happening to be chairman of this be-
mevolent society, thought of applying to Sir H. Davy for his
assistance in 50 good a work. Sir Humphry received this appli-
cation.in Scotland, when he was at the Pavilion, near Melrose, the
residence of Lord Somerville. In his answer of the 3d August,
1815, he refers to several modes of destroying fire damp with-
out danger, and to #wo species of lights which have no power
to inflame the gas;—he offers to visit the coal mines on his
return from Scotland,and to co-operate in any experiments or
investigations on a subject so interesting to humanity. Upon his
arrival in London, in September, he examined various specimens
of fire damp, which he had received from MrBuddle, as he pass-
ed through Newcastle, and in less than a fortnight he informed
Dr Gray that he had discovered in this gas new and unexpected
properties, which bad suggested four different methods of light-
ing coal mines with safety.

From an analysis of the gas, he found it to be carburetted hy-
drogen, or pure inflammable air combined with eharcoal. He
found that it would not explode, if mixed with less than six, or
with more than fourteen times its volume of atmospheric air;—
that neither red-hot charcoal nor red-hot iron were capable of
exploding it;—that the explosive mixture could not be fired in
tabes of 1-7th of an inch in diameter, when they were opened in
the atmosphere, and that metal tubes prevented explosion better
than glass ones. On these principles, he proposed four lamps,
viz.,the safety lamp, the blowing lamp,the piston lamp,and the
charcoal lamp; the tirst three of which are all extinguished when
the air within them becomes explosive. The efficacy of all these
contrivances was proved by actual experiments in real fire damp;
but as the extinction of the light in the three mostimportant, com-
pelled the workmen to quit their work, Sir Humphry felt that
his invention was not yet complete. - He, therefore, continued
his enquiries, and in the last week of December, 1815, he com-
pleted the great invention of the Safety Lamp. ¢Duriog the pe-
¢ ripd,” says he, in a letter to Dr Gray, ‘since 1 last wrote to
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*you, | have made a discovery much more important than those
¢ which I have already had the honour of communicating ta you,
¢I have made very simple and economieal lanterns and candle
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